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NAFTA 


Does NAFTA Equal Prosperity and Progress? 

by John T. Larabell, Charles Scaliger, William F. Jasper, and Larry 
Greenley — On the campaign trail, Donald Trump excoriated 
NAFTA, but now his administration is trying to renegotiate it. So is 
NAFTA bad, and if yes, will renegotiation solve its problems? 


POLITICS 


Clinton’s Collusion and Coverups 

by C. Mitchell Shaw — When Hillary Clinton accused Donald 
Trump of being “Putin's puppet,” she surely had no idea that an 
investigation into that claim would jump-start investigations of her. 


Clinton Campaign Scandals 

by C. Mitchell Shaw — Democrat e-mails showed, among other 
things, that the Democratic National Committee rigged the primary 
for Clinton. From then on, Democrats have done damage control. 


CULTURE 


Racial Demonization for Profit and Power 

by Selwyn Duke — The words “white privilege” are slung as 
an epithet by liberals of all races in order to undermine Western 
culture, make way for Marxism, and cause racial division. 


BOOK REVIEW 


The Real Russia-gate 

by Steve Byas — Many Americans associate the purported “Russia- 
gate” scandal with Trump. But Comrade Obama Unmasked shows that 
there is definitely a Russia-gate scandal involving another president. 


HISTORY — PAST AND PERSPECTIVE 
Notables of the First World War 


by Brian Farmer — WW had its share of notables, on both sides of 
the conflict. 
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Don’t Say We Didn’t Warn You 


by Christian Gomez 
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Education and Worldviews 
I’m enjoying your article “Can You Be 
Kind, Caring, & Liberal?” (November 6 
issue) as it speaks to worldviews, and I 
teach worldviews. There is one note I’d 
like to offer for your consideration. You 
stated: “And by the way, it’s likely all 
schools teach some form of religion, 

usually secular humanism or atheism.” 

My note is that every single school 
teaches one religion or another, as every 
school curriculum is based on a philoso- 
phy that comes from one worldview or an- 
other. In this day and age, with Common 
Core riding in on No Child Left Behind, 
and Goals 2000 with its school-to-work 
agenda, the predominant religion is cultural 
Marxism. The Democrat Platform of 2016 
spews out cultural Marxism on every issue. 
RICHARD HAWKINS 
Lake Havasu City, Arizona 


Corporate Tax Pain 


Your November 6, 2017 Correction, 
Please! article “Want a Lift? Stop Hinder- 
ing Business With High Taxation” was a 
great article, except you missed the fun- 
damental issue. Only people pay taxes; 
legal entities pay no taxes. They merely 
pass them on to customers, owners, or em- 
ployees (people). If full employment is the 
goal, then the corporate tax rate should be 
zero. America has the best infrastructure, 
the best employees, the best legal system. 
Companies from all over the world would 
love to relocate here and provide many, 
many jobs, except for our high corporate 
income tax rate. 

America is where the market is. Being 
here has no downside other than the high 
corporate tax rate. But the dirty secret is 
that politicians love hidden taxes. Con- 
sumers have no way of knowing how 
much of the cost of their purchases is at- 
tributable to business taxes. Politicians 
should be ashamed. 

JOHN CHIVINGTON, CPA, MBA 
Canon City, Colorado 


Killer “Living Wage” Laws 

We often hear discussions about “living 
wage” legislation. It sounds so fair and 
compassionate. Those laws also kill jobs! 
Living wage means jobs for some but 
job exclusion for others. No hourly paid 
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work allowed below a set figure — the 
minimum wage. Such rules ride roughshod 
over vulnerable citizens who need freedom 
to choose amongst multiple lower-paying 
jobs where they’d gradually gain experi- 
ence, knowledge, and confidence. 

Even a “moron” should agree job kill- 
ing is bad, yet countless politicians cannot 
grasp it, though likely a large majority of 
them are political science majors. 

I'll offer a neat solution: Establish a 
“Job haven for the unemployed,” with min- 
imum wages declared null and void! 

The inevitable lawsuits to follow could 
be paid by streams of added incomes from 
happy new employers and employees! 

GUNNAR UNNELAND 
Edmonds, Washington 


Politics and Psychology 


I enjoyed the article “From Social Sci- 
ences to Socialism” (October 23 issue), 
dealing with the subject of psychology. A 
couple of comments are in order: 

¢ In 1964, when U.S. Senator Barry 
Goldwater ran for the presidency, almost 
1,200 psychiatrists termed him unfit for the 
presidency, based solely on media reports. 
None of those doctors had examined him. 

¢ There appears to be a linkage between 
school shooters and the prescribing of strong 
psychiatric medication to adolescents. 

¢ I recall that my “introduction to psy- 
chology” textbook (circa 1970) entitled 
Psychology Today advocated universal 
disarmament for the U.S.A., yet there was 
no apparent correlation between this issue 
and a psychiatric framework. 

It appeared that liberals were using psy- 
chiatry as a screen to promote their left- 
wing propaganda. They still are. When 
discussing our Second Amendment rights, 
many on the Left refer to opponents of gun 
control as “gun nuts,” implying that con- 
stitutionalists have psychiatric problems. 
Also, many mainstream movies and books 
have made religious adherents appear to 
be unstable and psychiatrically flawed. 

DaviD HAMMER 
Bronx, New York 


Send your letters to: THE NEw AMERICAN, P.O. 
Box 8040, Appleton, WI 54912. Or e-mail: 
editorial@thenewamerican.com. Due to vol- 
ume received, not all letters can be answered. 
Letters may be edited for space and clarity. 
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DO YOU WANT TO 


INFLUENCE 
THEIR FUTURE? 


You’re not one to leave that responsibility to someone else. 
You're a leader. As a constitutionalist, you want an effective 

way to roll back the tide of socialism and restore American 
liberty. And you want to do so without wasting your time trying to 
reinvent the wheel. 


Climb Into Our Vehicle and Turn the Key 

Your time is limited. You need a program that will maximize your 
efforts. With six decades of proven leadership experience and 
our NEW Volunteer Leaders Accelerated Performance Series, The 
John Birch Society has the turnkey program you need to grow 
your influence and secure the future. 


Follow our comprehensive 10-point game plan and you'll obtain: 

e The power of national concerted action 

e Trustworthy and professional material to educate yourself and others 

e Mentoring and training to quickly build your local organization 

e Up-to-date news and action alerts to save you time and money and 
make you more effective and influential 


The Proof Is in the Reaction 
You'll see firsthand that JBS is the 
most effective and most organized 
opposition that the enemies of 
freedom have ever come up 
against. They have attacked JBS 
more than any other organization 
because they know it is their most 
effective opposition. 
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Joan Brown 
tok Kk Ink 
| have had nothing but satisfaction and 


praise for this very unique organization 


Allen Banks 
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2 They have always told the truth and have 


in almost every prediction been right on the 
money with world events 
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scorecards. 


The John Birch Society 
RN 


ACT TODAY TO GET STARTED! 
Visit JBS.org or call 800-JBS-USA1 (800-527-8721) to contact 
your local coordinator, learn more, and apply for membership. 


Court Rules Germany Must Add Third Gender Designation 


Germany is set to add a third gender option for its citizens. The 
nation’s top court ruled November 8 that individuals born as “in- 
tersex” must have the option of registering as neither male nor fe- 
male. The term has been coined to refer to those born with gender 
traits (including genitals or chromosomes) that supposedly defy a 
specific male/female designation. Presently Australia, India, New 
Zealand, and Nepal are among the nations recognizing “intersex” 
individuals on official documents. 

Germany’s Federal Constitutional Court ruled that legisla- 
tion must be in place by the end of 2018 that will add a third 
gender option. The case involved an individual registered in 
Germany as a female, but whose chromosome test supposedly 
demonstrated that she was neither sex, reported the BBC. The 
high court ruled in her favor after a succession of lower courts 
had denied her request to include “inter” or “various” as her 
gender identifier. 

In 2013, Germany became the first European nation to allow 
parents of babies determined to be “intersex” to leave the gender 
box blank on a birth certificate. But the high court ruling now 
mandates that lawmakers must create a “positive gender entry” 
for such individuals that will be recognized on official documents 
and registrations. 

Intersexuelle Menschen, an advocacy group for intersex indi- 
viduals, insists that an estimated 80,000 people out of Germany’s 
population of 80 million (or one-tenth of one percent) identify as 


intersex. One such person, Maya Posch from Karlsruhe in south- 
ern Germany, declared, “I’m not a man or a woman, but you have 
to settle on one or the other for pragmatic reasons. When you 
have to pick a side, you run into problems.” 

While the court recommended the creation of a third gender 
label such as “intersex” or “diverse,” Germany’s legislature could 
also vote to do away with official gender identification completely. 


Multiple Saudi Officials Arrested in “Anti-corruption’” Purge 


King Salman bin Abdul Aziz of Saudi Arabia issued a royal 
decree on November 4 that established an anti-corruption com- 
mittee chaired by his son and heir to the throne, Crown Prince 
Mohammad bin Salman. Shortly afterward, the Saudi press an- 
nounced the arrest of Saudi prince and billionaire Al-Waleed bin 
Talal, as well as more than 40 princes and government ministers 
on corruption and money-laundering charges. The committee has 
the authority to investigate, arrest, issue travel bans, and freeze 
the assets of those it finds corrupt. 


Mohammad 
bin Salman 


AP Images 


Just prior to the arrests, King Salman removed Prince Miteb 
bin Abdullah from his post as head of the National Guard. The 
prince and his brother, Prince Turki bin Abdullah, who was once 
governor of Riyadh, are reportedly among those who were de- 
tained. Both are sons of the late King Abdullah, who ruled before 
his half-brother King Salman rose to the throne. 

Ina series of tweets sent late on November 6, President Trump 
appeared to approve of King Salman’s decision to establish the 
anti-corruption committee and the subsequent detentions carried 
out by the crown prince. “I have great confidence in King Salman 
and the Crown Prince of Saudi Arabia, they know exactly what 
they are doing,” Trump said in one tweet. “Some of those they 
are harshly treating have been ‘milking’ their country for years!” 
Trump claimed in another tweet. 

Crown Prince Mohammad bin Salman had been a key figure in 
Saudi Arabia for months before he was placed at the head of the 
anti-corruption committee, and has been described as the power 
behind the throne of his father, King Salman. As the New York 
Times noted November 4, “The sweeping campaign of arrests 
appears to be the latest move to consolidate the power of Crown 
Prince Mohammed bin Salman, the favorite son and top adviser 
of King Salman. The king had decreed the creation of a powerful 
new anticorruption committee, headed by the crown prince, only 
hours before the committee ordered the arrests.” 
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TSA Fails to Detect Weapons More Than Half the Time 


During a series of recent undercover tests conducted by the De- 
partment of Homeland Security (DHS) at TSA airport security 
checkpoints, the screenings failed to detect weapons or explo- 
sives that DHS inspectors attempted to smuggle through more 
than half the time. 

The DHS’s Office of Inspector General (OIG) and the TSA 
administrator provided members of the House Committee on 
Homeland Security with details about the security failures in a 
classified briefing on November 8. Committee Chairman Mi- 
chael McCaul (R-Texas) said after the hearing, “We have just 
been briefed in a classified setting by the DHS Inspector General 
and Administrator David Pekoske about specific vulnerabili- 


ties to our aviation security. Quite frankly, I found that briefing 
disturbing. We need to do more to confront the growing threats 
aimed at the aviation sector. I want to work with you so we can 
remedy the situation as soon as possible and I am hopeful TSA 
is successful with implementing the eight recommendations that 
should improve screening checkpoint operational effectiveness.” 

Members of Congress and the TSA both support replacing 
old checkpoint scanners with new CT (computed tomography) 
scanners, CBS News reported November 9. The TSA launched a 
pilot program this past summer using CT scanners, a year behind 
schedule. CT equipment aims to enhance threat-detection capa- 
bility by providing a three-dimensional image that can be viewed 
and rotated for a more thorough analysis. 

Perhaps the one saving grace of moving to advanced technol- 
ogy in the screening process is that it might make personally 
intrusive searches such as pat-downs unnecessary. However, so 
long as the agency continues to utilize security scanners using 
X-rays for passenger screening (the so-called nude scanners that 
allow agents to view passengers’ bodies under their clothing) the 
flying public will still lack privacy. 

Americans meekly accepted the inconvenience and indignities 
associated with the TSA’s screening because they believed such 
actions were necessary for their safety. But as this latest report 
of TSA’s failure in performing that function indicates, even after 
enduring the unpleasant screening process, we still are not safe. 


UN Admits Paris “Climate” Scheme Is Useless 


The United Nations has finally admitted what virtually every sen- 
sible observer had already realized: According to an October 31 
press release citing the UN Environment Program’s Emissions 
Gap Report, even if every government and tyrant that signed up 
for the “Paris Agreement” were to actually obey its dictates, it 
would represent “only a third of what is required by 2030 to avoid 
the worst impacts of climate change.” 

In short, the so-called UN Paris Agreement pretending to battle 
alleged man-made global warming will make no real difference 
in the global climate, even if one accepts the UN’s discredited hy- 
pothesis and models surrounding CO, driving temperature change. 
The UN’s scaremongering report proceeded to advocate massive 
government spending — $100 per “ton” of CO, — on “reduc- 
ing emissions,” as well as on additional UN schemes that would 
purport to force governments to ban or subsidize various things. 

Responding to the latest round of UN demands, James Del- 
ingpole of Breitbart, internationally known for his hilarious 
debunking of climate alarmism, explained the significance of 
the UN claims. “President Trump’s decision to pull out of the 
Paris accord is now fully vindicated,” he wrote November 1. 
“Had the Agreement been ratified, the U.S. would have handed 
countries like China and India a huge competitive advantage 
over the American economy. But — as even the UN now ad- 
mits — it would have made no discernible difference to the 


alleged problem of ‘global warming.’ So what, exactly would 
have been the point?” 

Despite the impression given by much of the fake news-ped- 
dling establishment media, President Trump has not technically 
exited the UN’s Paris Agreement yet. In reality, the pseudo- 
treaty, having never been ratified by the U.S. Senate as required 
for all treaties by the Constitution, is legally meaningless. But 
practically speaking, Obama’s illegal “executive agreement” 
has not yet been formally repudiated, meaning the bureaucra- 
cies could conceivably continue implementing its provisions. 
Republican voters, less than one-fourth of whom even believe 
the man-made global-warming theory, must remain involved in 
exposing the scam. Hi 
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Democrats Have Their Own Internal Problems ‘ / 
“The electoral history of the last seven or eight years is pretty abysmal. at 
America’s oldest political party may go the way of the Federalists. It A yl ¥ 
needs to reconnect with grass roots supporters.” é a ~ 


Commenting shortly after Donna Brazile’s revelations about the Demo- 
cratic Party’s stealth support for Hillary Clinton during the 2016 cam- 
paign, former Bernie Sanders campaign manager Jeff Weaver found 
himself worried about the future of the Democrat Party. 


- 


Jeff 
Weaver 


AP Images 
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Sergeant Who Deserted Gets No Prison Time 

“Tt wasn’t a mistake; it was a crime. Sergeant Bergdahl does not have a monopoly on suffering as a 
result of his choices.” 

Major Justin Oshana was the lead Army prosecutor of Sergeant Bowe Bergdahl. He pointed to numer- 
ous search efforts to find the soldier who admitted his desertion and was originally thought to have been 
captured by Taliban forces in Afghanistan. 


EPA Chief Replacing Politicized Advisors 

“Whatever science comes out of EPA shouldn’t be political science. From 
this day forward, EPA advisory committee members will be financially 
independent from the agency.” 

Because numerous members of the 22 panels advising the agency had 
received federal research grants, EPA leader Scott Pruitt has chosen to 
replace them with newer advisors who hold diverse views about science 
and public health issues. 


President Trump’s Chief of Staff Boldly Praises Robert E. Lee 

“He was a man who gave up his country to fight for his state, which 150 
years ago was more important than country.” 

Political correctness doesnt allow for saying anything good about a man such as Robert E. Lee. But 
political correctness seems not to have influenced former Marine General John F. Kelly. 
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Killer of Eight, Who Also Injured 11, Indicated His Affection for ISIS 

“Allahu akbar!” 

During his deadly mission designed to kill many victims in New York City, Sayfullo Saipov shouted the 
favored phrase of ISIS warriors and jihadists. A subsequent examination of material in the truck he used 
as a weapon showed handwritten notes indicating his affinity for the Islamic State forces. 


Naval Officials Say Fatal Collisions Didn’t Have to Happen 

“The collisions were avoidable.” 

After reviewing several reports, Admiral John Richardson concluded that mishaps causing the deaths 
of 17 sailors and severe damage to two ships were caused by blunders that should never have occurred. 


She Riles Climate-change Enthusiasts 

“[Belief in global warming is] a kind of paganism.” 

A former environmental regulator for the state of Texas, Kathleen Hart- 
nett White angered global-warming enthusiasts with her sharp rebuke 
of their claims. She has been nominated to lead the White House Council 
on Environmental Quality. 


President Calls for Ending a Loose Visa Program 

“We have to get much tougher. We have to get much smarter. And we 

have to get much less politically correct. We’re so politically correct that 

we’re afraid to do anything.” 

Responding to the terrorist attack in New York that killed eight and 

wounded 11, President Donald Trump urged ending the visa program 

that allowed Sayfullo Saipov to enter the United States. @ Donald 
— COMPILED BY JOHN F. MCMANus Trump 
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NAFTA 


On the campaign trail, Donald Trump excoriated NAFTA, but now his administration is 
trying to renegotiate it. So is NAFTA bad, and if yes, will renegotiation solve its problems? 


by John T. Larabell 


AFTA: Bill Clinton promised 
Nie: American jobs, and good- 
paying American jobs.” Ross 
Perot warned of a “giant sucking sound” 


as those American jobs would head south 
of the border in search of lower wages. 


10 


Donald Trump campaigned on the claim 
that NAFTA was a “disaster” and that 
Mexico was “ripping us off.” So what’s 
the truth, nearly 24 years after the North 
American Free Trade Agreement went 
into effect? 

Some say NAFTA has been good for 
our economy. But tell that to automotive- 


industry workers who saw their plants 
move to Mexico. Mexico, since the im- 
plementation of NAFTA, has become 
an auto-manufacturing hub. The “Big 
Three” Detroit automakers (GM, Ford, 
and Chrysler) have all moved produc- 
tion facilities to Mexico, where they pay 
workers less than a tenth (typically $1-$3 
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per hour, with no benefits) of what they’d 
be paid in America. 

Or how about those Hershey’s choco- 
late bars that tempt you in the grocery 
store? Those are made in Mexico now, 
too, after Hershey’s closed plants in Cali- 
fornia and Pennsylvania and moved jobs 
to a new 1,500-worker plant in Mon- 
terrey, Mexico. It’s not just Hershey’s. 
Other U.S. candymakers, such as Brach’s 
and Nestle, have moved production to 
Mexico. Why? Cheap labor: At a Nestle 
plant in Toluca, a skilled machinery op- 
erator earns less than $20 per day (and 
we’re talking 12-hour days here, with 
no overtime pay), while the same job in 
America would pay more than $20 per 
hour. Since 1997, the United States has 
lost more than 10,000 candy-making 
jobs because of cheap labor and lower 
raw-materials prices. 

Overall, NAFTA led to the loss of 
150,000-750,000 U.S. jobs (economists 
disagree on the numbers, and some even 
say the number was closer to one million 
jobs lost). Most were in the manufactur- 
ing industry in California, New York, 
Michigan, and Texas. Companies in the 
automotive, textile, computer, and electri- 
cal appliance industries (and candy-mak- 
ing) moved factories to Mexico seeking 
cheap labor. Even U.S. Trade Representa- 
tive Robert Lighthizer, who has praised 
certain aspects of NAFTA, noted in July 
that “NAFTA also created new problems 
for many American workers. Since the 
deal came into force in 1994, trade defi- 
cits have exploded, thousands of factories 
have closed, and millions of Americans 
have found themselves stranded, no long- 
er able to utilize the skills for which they 
had been trained.” 

But NAFTA can’t be all bad, right? 
After all, getting rid of tariffs allows 
the United States to import Mexican oil 
cheaper than before, reducing our reli- 
ance on Middle Eastern oil. We export a 
lot of agricultural products to Mexico, in- 
creasing business here. In fact, some stud- 
ies say increased U.S. exports led to the 
creation of five million U.S. jobs. While 
some of these are good-paying high-tech 
jobs such as automotive design, many are 
lower-wage service-oriented jobs such as 
baristas, since quite a few good-paying 
manufacturing jobs moved to Mexico. At 
the end of the day, NAFTA most likely has 
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Made in Mexico: Automotive manufacturing is one American industry that has seen jobs move 
to Mexico after NAFTA went into effect, with GM, Ford, and Chrysler all moving factories there. 
Shown are Mexican workers finishing their shift at a GM plant in Silao, Mexico. 


hurt blue-collar workers and helped white- 
collar workers. Also, consider the fact that 
right before NAFTA (1993), we had a $1.6 
billion trade surplus with Mexico. Now, 
we have a trade deficit with Mexico of 
more than $60 billion. In other words, we 
used to sell more stuff to Mexico than we 
bought from them; now we buy way more 
stuff from them than we sell. 

So is NAFTA good or bad for the 
United States from an economic stand- 
point? Yes, no, or maybe so, depending 
on whom you ask. Did jobs move to 
Mexico? For some industries, yes. But 
we are exporting to Mexico, increas- 
ing employment here, and, some would 
argue, U.S. industries became more com- 
petitive with China and other low-wage 
Asian countries, something they could 
not have done if the entire manufacturing 
chain stayed in high-wage America. And 
not all the business went to Mexico. The 
U.S. garment industry, for example, saw 
an 85-percent decline since NAFTA, but 
most of those jobs went to Asian coun- 
tries, especially China and Vietnam. 

In truth, losing jobs to Mexico should 
be a minor worry for Americans about 
NAFTA. What they should worry about is 


the fact that we aren’t in charge of our own 
economy anymore. That’s right: When a 
country enters into a “free trade” agree- 
ment with another country, the new su- 
pranational trade regime is the boss, not 
the industries in the country or even the 
country’s government. 

You see, NAFTA isn’t just about trade 
and jobs. It’s about a very important but 
little-mentioned thing called sovereignty. 
NAFTA is breaking down the barriers that 
make America an independent country: 
labor laws, industry standards, tariffs, bor- 
ders, immigration, etc. 

Just look at what happened to Europe. 
What started as a small “free trade” agree- 
ment between a few countries eventually 
became the European Union, a monster 
that tells all the European countries what 
they can and can’t do with their food stan- 
dards, businesses, economies, immigra- 
tion policies, borders, and so on — the 
“will of the people” be damned. 

And that’s just it: “Free trade” agree- 
ments aren’t written by and for the peo- 
ple, they’re written by and for large cor- 
porations and the politicians who seek 
greater political union via greater eco- 
nomic union. 
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No boundaries: Just as the Schengen Agreement opened borders between EU member states 
(Germany-Austria “Schengen-border” shown here), an inevitable consequence of NAFTA’s 
regionalism would be a borderless North America. 


by Charles Scaliger 


or a model of what NAFTA is in- 
FE tended eventually to become, we 

need look no further than the Euro- 
pean Union. The EU started innocuously 
enough back in the 1950s as a six-nation 
agreement on coal and steel. Sixty years 
ago, almost no one in Europe could have 
imagined that the European Coal and Steel 
Community (ECSC) would one day morph 
into a continent-wide superstate that would 
compromise the independence of nearly 
every European country. Yet even then, 
it was apparent to the discerning that the 
ECSC was no ordinary trade agreement. 
Although its aims were limited, it included 
an international authority to regulate the 
production and trade in coal and steel 
among its member nations. As the ECSC 
gave way to the Common Market and 
eventually to the EU, with its European 
Parliament, European Central Bank, and 
other instruments of regional government, 
the essential premise — that such trade 
agreements ought to be the foundation for 
the creation of international authority su- 
perior to the government of any member 
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state — remained unchanged. Only the 
scope of the organization grew and grew, 
to such an extent no one anymore regards 
the EU as merely a framework for trade. It 
has been built into the European govern- 
ment it was always intended to be. 

In like manner, NAFTA is a stepping- 
stone toward more integrated regional gov- 
ernment; left to its own devices, it will not 
forever remain confined to trade. Indeed, 
NAFTA is already deeply involved in pro- 
moting international environmental regula- 
tion — pushing for some form of carbon 
tax, for example, which has always been on 
the short list of possible first steps toward a 
global tax imposed by the UN system. 

We may expect NAFTA’s boosters to do 
all that they can to encourage conditions 
favorable for further integration into some 
type of North American Union. From their 
viewpoint, the status quo of porous borders 
and a vast population of undocumented im- 
migrants from south of the border must be 
maintained in order to tilt the demograph- 
ics of the United States more in favor of 
the Hispanic population (who will, for the 
most part, favor open borders, amnesty for 
illegals, and the dilution of national sover- 


eignty) and to get Americans accustomed 
to the supposed inevitability of the flood of 
illegal immigrants. For this reason, projects 
such as President Trump’s proposed border 
wall and tougher immigration laws will be 
vigorously opposed by the pro-NAFTA 
Washington establishment. 

NAFTA being a three-nation bloc, the 
United States can expect to find itself re- 
peatedly outflanked and outvoted by its two 
trade partners. Canada and Mexico are very 
divergent demographically and culturally, 
but both have embraced socialism to a far 
greater degree than the United States. In 
matters of environmental regulation, affir- 
mative action, union influence, and a whole 
range of other “progressive” conceits, those 
who defend laissez-faire capitalism in the 
United States are unlikely to get much 
of a hearing in the inner deliberations of 
NAFTA, populated as it is by American 
establishment leftists and their confreres in 
Mexico and Canada. Indeed, it was pres- 
sure from Canada and Mexico regarding 
the need for environmental provisions in 
the agreement that led to the creation of the 
Commission for Environmental Coopera- 
tion, the environmental enforcement arm of 
NAFTA, ina side agreement. 

Just as the ECSC used its control over 
two critical resources (coal and steel) to 
strong-arm European countries into conces- 
sions of sovereignty, so too will NAFTA or 
a successor organization eventually exert 
control over America’s critical resources, 
instructing us how much or how little to 
produce and sell. Such a state of affairs 
could be particularly disastrous in wartime, 
and cripple our ability to produce needed 
materiel. Indeed, under NAFTA a large 
portion of our manufacturing capacity has 
already migrated south of the border. 

It is enough to note that NAFTA is not 
about free trade, but about managed trade, 
one of the highest priorities on any interna- 
tional socialist’s wish list. Such trade agree- 
ments are designed to level, not improve, the 
economies of wealthy countries such as the 
United States, and to unequally yoke them 
to the socialist developing world. It is only a 
matter of time before — as with the EU — 
NAFTA’s mask of benignity is removed. 
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CAN WE KEEP OUR CONSTITUTION UNDER NAFTA? 


by Charles Scaliger 


hat NAFTA is a “bad deal” for 
trade is a point President Trump 
never tires of emphasizing. But 
that it is also a “bad deal” for the U.S. 
Constitution is too seldom mentioned. Yet 
NAFTA — like many other international 
trade and defense agreements to which 
the United States is a party — is in fact 
very deleterious to constitutional govern- 
ment. This is precisely what its creators 
intended; the same sort of globalists who 
gave us the UN, the WTO, and the Eu- 
ropean Union, also gave us NAFTA, and 
all of them regard the U.S. Constitution as 
an unacceptable barrier to globalization. 
After all, strict adherence to the Constitu- 
tion would preclude U.S. membership in 
the UN, the WTO, and NAFTA. 

This is why NAFTA is designed to be a 
powerful end run around one of the most 
important powers granted to Congress 
under the Constitution, the authority to 
“regulate commerce with foreign nations” 
enumerated in the third clause of Article I, 
Section 8. Through diminishing the power 
of Congress to regulate trade, NAFTA es- 
sentially erases parts of the Constitution 
and rewrites them. 

The power to regulate interstate com- 
merce was almost nonexistent under the 
Articles of Confederation, and was one 
of the major reasons for instability in the 
early United States. Without the power to 
regulate interstate commerce, Madison ar- 
gued, states could not get relief from trade- 
inhibiting taxes levied on them by other 
states: “A very material object of this power 
was the relief of the States which import 
and export through other States, from the 
improper contributions levied on them by 
the latter.” In the first years after America’s 
founding, the country was unstable because 
it lacked the ability to control trade; now 
NAFTA threatens to control our country 
like a puppet by assuming most powers 
over trade (and other sectors of the econ- 
omy), control from which Americans will 
not be able to get relief. 

Trade agreements have been the stuff 
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of international treaties since the begin- 
ning of time. But NAFTA is not a trade 
agreement in any sense that the Founding 
Fathers would have recognized because it 
not only spells out terms for trade among 
its three signatories (the United States, 
Canada, and Mexico), it also creates su- 
pranational governing authorities with the 
power to adjudicate trade disputes and 
modify national laws, not only on trade 
per se, but also on environmental laws, 
tariffs, and other matters that have tradi- 
tionally been reserved to sovereign states. 
For example, the passage of NAFTA has 
forced the United States to modify its 
intellectual-property laws. It also led to 
the formation of the Commission for En- 
vironmental Cooperation, an international 
body tasked with monitoring environ- 
mental laws and regulations in each of the 
three NAFTA member countries, and with 
pressuring their respective governments 
to comply with environmental standards 
contemplated by NAFTA. 

In other words, NAFTA is not merely 
a trade agreement but also a regime, a 
proto-international government designed 
to override those portions of U.S. and state 
law that are deemed hostile to the goals of 
the organization. 

And NAFTA is but one of a number of 
“trade agreements” created within the glob- 
alist World Trade Organization (WTO), a 


bona fide instrument of international gov- 
ernment. The WTO has become a literal 
global trade ministry, with the power to 
compel member countries, including the 
United States, to defer to its authority in 
trade disputes, including foreign objections 
to U.S. laws that allegedly handicap foreign 
competitors seeking access to U.S. markets 
or confer other competitive advantages on 
U.S. firms. The WTO is perhaps the most 
successful and most powerful entity within 
the UN international system, a fully formed 
arm of international government. Its goal, 
and the goal of all trade agreements sub- 
ordinate to it, such as NAFTA, is to render 
obsolete national sovereignty over trade 
policy, to bring trade into an exclusively 
international jurisdiction. 

Under NAFTA, we will get to keep 
those portions of our Constitution not 
deemed in conflict with either NAFTA or 
the WTO. The jurisdictions of these two 
organizations will severely compromise 
our sovereignty, and the supremacy of our 
Constitution, on a great many fronts. 

Like other aspects of the globalists’ 
world government project, the threat 
NAFTA poses to our Constitution is both 
gradual and long-term. Current efforts to 
renegotiate, rather than scrap, NAFTA 
may end up hastening NAFTA’s ascen- 
dancy over our sovereign, constitutional 
government. Hi 
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RAMIFICATIONS OF NAFTA S REGIONALISM 


by William F. Jasper 


G Nic! will signal the forma- 
tion, however tentatively, of 
anew political unit — North 

America. With economic integration will 

come political integration.” 

So wrote NAFTA supporter Andrew 
Reding in 1993, as the North American 
Free Trade Agreement was being hotly de- 
bated. “By whatever name, this is an incipi- 
ent form of international government,” he 
noted. Reding continued: “Following the 
lead of the Europeans, North Americans 
should begin considering formation of a 
continental parliament.” President Bill Clin- 
ton and other NAFTA proponents repeated- 
ly assured the American people that NAFTA 
was merely a “free trade agreement” that 
would create more jobs and prosperity, but 
most knew better. Reding, a senior fellow 
and director of the World Policy Institute, 
was one of many who admitted the truth. 
Indeed, a veritable throng of world gov- 
ernment advocates from the usual “world 
order” influence centers — the Council on 
Foreign Relations, Trilateral Commission, 


Bilderberg Group, and World Economic 
Forum — echoed his assessment. 

In a 1993 pro-NAFTA op-ed for the 
Los Angeles Times, former Secretary of 
State Henry Kissinger opined that pas- 
sage of NAFTA “will represent the most 
creative step toward a new world order 
taken by any group of countries since 
the end of the Cold War.” Kissinger said 
that NAFTA “is not a conventional trade 
agreement but the architecture of a new 
international system.” 

Another internationalist in the know, 
University of Nevada economics profes- 
sor Glen Atkinson, said in his article for 
The Social Science Journal entitled “Re- 
gional Integration in the Emerging Global 
Economy: The Case of NAFTA”: “The 
stage of economic union requires a high 
degree of coordination or even unifica- 
tion of policies. This sets the foundation 
for political union.” (Emphasis added.) 

The architects of NAFTA acknowledged 
that they were (and are) drawing on the ex- 
perience of their confreres in the European 
Union, and applying their deceptive tactics 
to transform NAFTA into a full-blown su- 


Former British Prime Minister Edward Heath (Second from right) with European leaders 
at a 1972 Common Market summit. Heath lied when assuring Brits that joining would not 
compromise Britain’s sovereignty. 
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pranational, regional government. They are 
attempting to follow the same gradualist 
“process” employed by the EU architects, 
in which governmental powers (taxing, reg- 
ulating, policing, legislating, adjudicating) 
were incrementally conferred upon region- 
al institutions, while, simultaneously, those 
sovereign powers were being stripped away 
from the nation states. 

Commentator Sir Peregrine Worsthorne 
was expressing the outrage of many fellow 
Brits when he wrote in London’s Sunday 
Telegraph on August 4, 1991, “Twenty 
years ago, when the process began, there 
was no question of losing sovereignty. 
That was a lie, or at any rate, a dishonest 
obfuscation.” 

It was a bald-faced lie, and British 
Prime Minister Edward Heath knew it 
when he told the British people in 1973, 
via a BBC broadcast: “There are some in 
this country who fear that in going into 
Europe we shall in some way sacrifice in- 
dependence and sovereignty. These fears, 
I need hardly say, are completely unjusti- 
fied.” Heath then used Britain’s 30-year 
tule to seal away for three decades all of 
the reports, diplomatic communiques, let- 
ters, and notes that showed this promise to 
be a massive lie. 

In the January/February 2004 issue of 
the CFR’s journal Foreign Affairs, a lead- 
ing NAFTA architect, the late Robert A. 
Pastor, called for merging U.S. immigra- 
tion and security policy with Canada and 
Mexico; in essence, copying the EU and 
erasing our borders. “The European expe- 
rience with integration has much to teach 
North American policymakers,” Pastor 
claimed. And, he insisted, we must discard 
our “outmoded conception of sovereignty.” 

What began in 1951 as the European 
Coal and Steel Community has morphed 
many times, evolving into what we now 
know as the European Union. Each trans- 
formation along the way was accom- 
plished through deception, and each has 
resulted in huge losses of national sover- 
eignty and immense grabs of supranation- 
al power. The globalists hope to duplicate 
that process in NAFTA. 
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by Larry Greenley 


s the previous four articles on 
A NAFTA have shown, NAFTA isn’t 

just about jobs and trade. Instead 
it’s about our national sovereignty and Con- 
stitution. NAFTA’s globalist planners intend 
to impose an EU-style regional government 
on the United States, Canada, and Mexico 
via the NAFTA template. Their success 
would mean that we would no longer be 
able to determine the destiny of our nation, 
and that the Constitution and Declaration of 
Independence would be relegated to the junk 
heap of history. Therefore, since NAFTA is 
fundamentally flawed, the United States 
should not renegotiate or reform NAFTA, 
but instead should get out of NAFTA. 

Both THE NEW AMERICAN and its par- 
ent organization, The John Birch Society 
(JBS), have seen through the jobs and 
prosperity hype surrounding NAFTA from 
the beginning. This is what the JBS said 
about the proposed NAFTA agreement in 
the September 1991 Bulletin of The John 
Birch Society: 


Cleverly disguised as a “Free Trade” 
treaty, the North American Free Trade 
Agreement will be used as a step- 
pingstone to create a sovereignty-de- 
stroying North American Community 
modeled after the emerging European 
Community. The treaty has nothing to 
do with bona fide free trade. The aim 
is to centralize the North American 
continent under one government using 
free trade as the lure, exactly the same 
way the EC began. 


Of course, the “European Community” is 
now known as the “European Union.” 
Just as the JBS correctly predicted in 
1991, the NAFTA agreement has been 
used as a steppingstone to create a sov- 
ereignty-destroying North American 
Union (NAU) modeled after the European 
Union. However, the JBS has also played 
a leading role in slowing down the devel- 
opment of the NAU. The late Robert Pas- 
tor, known as the “godfather” of the NAU, 
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acknowledged this in his last book, The 
North American Idea. 

Time is short! NAFTA renegotiations 
between representatives from the United 
States, Canada, and Mexico began in Au- 
gust of this year and are expected to produce 
a new version of NAFTA sometime in 2018. 

In order to restore our sovereignty 
and preserve our Constitution, President 
Trump and Congress must reject any new 
NAFTA agreement that might be negoti- 
ated, then take the appropriate actions to 
withdraw our nation from membership in 
the existing NAFTA trade bloc. 

But just what are these appropriate 
actions for withdrawing our member- 
ship in NAFTA? According to Article 
2205 of the NAFTA agreement, “A Party 
may withdraw from this Agreement six 
months after it provides written notice of 
withdrawal to the other Parties.” Based on 
this provision, it would seem that Presi- 
dent Trump could withdraw our member- 


ship in NAFTA by 
himself. However, America 
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8, Clause 3 of the Constitution: “Con- 
gress shall have the power ... to regulate 
Commerce with foreign Nations.” 

The bottom line is that we should pro- 
ceed on the assumption that the consent 
of both the president and Congress will 
be required to withdraw from NAFTA. 
However, withdrawal from NAFTA will 
not happen unless sufficient understanding 
is created among American voters about 
NAFTA’s threat to our national sovereign- 
ty and Constitution, to lead to a tsunami 
of messages to President Trump and Con- 
gress to Get US Out! of NAFTA. 

To learn more and then take action to 
help generate this tsunami of support for 
getting the U.S. out of NAFTA, go to the 
“Get US Out! of NAFTA” action project 
page at JBS.org/NAFTA. This page pro- 
vides many articles and videos for inform- 
ing others, as well as links for taking action 
by phoning and e-mailing the president and 
Congress to Get US Out! of NAFTA. 
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CLINTON COLLUSION & COVERUPS 


When Hillary Clinton accused Donald Trump of being “Putin’s puppet,” she surely had no 
idea that an investigation into that claim would jump-start investigations of her. 


AP Images 


Clinton contempt: If a low-ranking diplomat’s mother received a payment from the Russian 


government at the same time that he helped the Russians get U.S. technology waivers, he would 
likely be arrested for treason. The Clintons took in millions while giving Russians uranium. 


by C. Mitchell Shaw 


uring the third and final presiden- 
D tial debate in October 2016, Hil- 

lary Clinton introduced her now- 
famous accusation that Donald Trump is 
“Putin’s puppet.” When she delivered that 
line, she likely never realistically suspect- 
ed that he would beat her in the election, 
be the president, and be investigated for 
collusion with Russia. She probably also 
never imagined that she and her DNC 
associates would find themselves the 
subjects of multiple investigations from 
both houses of Congress as a result of the 
Trump-collusion investigations. 

Those investigations may well prove 
that — among other things — it is Clin- 
ton, not Trump, who is guilty of collusion 
with Russia. 

Clinton and the DNC got quite a bit of 
political play over her claim that Trump 
was beholden to Russian President Vladi- 
mir Putin. Her comrades in the liberal es- 
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tablishment media made sure of that. Even 
with all that, though, it was not enough 
to secure the votes she needed to win the 
election. So following the principle of dirty 
politics that says, “If you can’t beat them, 
delegitimize them,” Clinton and company 
ramped up the “Putin’s puppet” rhetoric in 
the wake of her defeat; and have continued 
to ramp it up until the present. A good ex- 
ample of that is the fake Trump dossier that 
has now been shown to have been illegally 
bought and paid for by the Clinton cam- 
paign and the DNC (For more information 
on that and other Clinton election scandals, 
see page 21). 


Cash and Carry 

Then, in mid-October — almost a full 
year after Trump defeated Clinton in the 
election — new reports began to emerge 
that the 2010 Uranium One deal between 
Clinton’s State Department and Russian 
interests that transferred 20 to 25 percent 
of U.S. uranium to Russian control in- 


volved bribery, collusion, and coverup. 
The Hill reported on October 17, 2017 
that FBI and court documents show that 
the Obama-era FBI (under the “lead- 
ership” of ousted FBI Director James 
Comey) was aware that Putin’s regime 
in Moscow had compromised an Ameri- 
can uranium trucking firm with bribes 
and kickbacks in violation of the Foreign 
Corrupt Practices Act. And yet the deal 
— with Clinton’s fingerprints all over it 
— was allowed to go through. 

In an article entitled “From Russia 
With Love: Did Putin Put Trump in the 
White House?” in the February 20, 2017 
issue of THE NEW AMERICAN, this writer 
addressed the evidence of “unethical, il- 
legal, and corrupt behavior” revealed in 
the leaked Clinton campaign and DNC 
e-mails and documents published by 
WikiLeaks. That article — published 
months before The Hill reported on Ura- 
niumGate — said: 


As secretary of state, Clinton “reset” 
relations with Putin’s Russia, which 
helped the Clinton Foundation and 
its donors make millions of dollars 
off a deal that sold the mining com- 
pany Uranium One (and 25 percent 
of our strategic uranium production) 
to Russia. 


Though The Hill may not have “broken” 
the story, the new information reported 
by them certainly brings forth much more 
evidence of Clinton’s collusion with Rus- 
sia. And while — after more than a year 
of claims of Trump/Russia collusion from 
Democrats and their comrades in the lib- 
eral media — the “evidence” of collusion 
between Trump and Russia is made up of 
conjecture, innuendo, and insinuation, the 
evidence of bribes and kickbacks in the 
Uranium One deal is solidly supported 
by “a confidential U.S. witness working 
inside the Russian nuclear industry” who 
gathered “extensive financial records,” 
made “secret recordings,” and intercepted 
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Almost a full year after Trump defeated Clinton in the 
election — new reports began to emerge that the 2010 
Uranium One deal between Clinton’s State Department 
and Russian interests that transferred 20 to 25 percent 
of U.S. uranium to Russian control involved bribery, 


collusion, and coverup. 


“emails as early as 2009,” according to 
documents quoted by The Hill. 
As The Hill reported: 


[Investigators] also obtained an eye- 
witness account — backed by docu- 
ments — indicating Russian nuclear 
officials had routed millions of dol- 
lars to the U.S. designed to benefit 
former President Bill Clinton’s chari- 
table foundation during the time Sec- 
retary of State Hillary Clinton served 
on a government body that provided 
a favorable decision to Moscow, 
sources told The Hill. 

The racketeering scheme was con- 
ducted “with the consent of higher 
level officials” in Russia who “shared 
the proceeds” from the kickbacks, 
one agent declared in an affidavit 
years later. 


So while Hillary Clinton was using Rus- 
sia as a bogeyman during the campaign 
by claiming that if Trump were elected, 
Putin would gain control of the United 
States, the reality is that she had — as 
Obama’s secretary of state — already 
laid that groundwork by signing off on a 
deal that fattened the coffers of the Clin- 
ton Foundation, strengthened Putin’s 
Russia, and weakened the United States. 
As president, she would likely have con- 
tinued to build upon that foundation, 
doing exactly what she accused Trump 
of planning to do. 

Oh, “Putin’s puppet,” thy name is 
Hillary. 

Of course, Secretary of State Clinton 
was not alone in approving the Uranium 
One deal. The Obama administration was 
up to its elbows in the scandal, with the 
Committee on Foreign Investments in 
the United States (CFIUS) — made up 
of the secretaries of state, defense, the 
treasury, homeland security, commerce, 
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and energy; the attorney general; and rep- 
resentatives of two White House offices 
— looking the other way and failing (or 
refusing) to raise any red flags over the 
deal and President Obama (who was the 
only one with the authority to stop the 
deal) doing nothing. 

But while Clinton had company in 
approving the deal, she seems to have 
made sure to turn it into a rousing game 
of “pay for play” by raking in more than 
$40,000,000 in “donations” for the Clin- 
ton Foundation from Russian interests 
involved in the deal, according to a New 
York Times report from 2015. Of course, 
the Times reported that before Clinton 
was the Democrat nominee and long be- 
fore she lost to Trump. In the wake of The 
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Bill and bribes: The Clinton Foundation profited (to the tune of at least $40,000,000) from the 


Hill's article, the Times has been oddly si- 
lent on the subject. 

Newsweek, though, followed up on the 
report by The Hill by writing: 


FBI agents also gathered documents 
and a witness account that Russian 
officials routed millions of dollars to 
ex-President Bill Clinton’s charitable 
foundation while Secretary of State 
Hillary Clinton sat on a committee 
that gave a nod to the dealings with 
Moscow. 


So Clinton sold out America to Russia, 
collecting millions in the process. Yet, so 
far, her Teflon coating seems to be holding 
up. But even Teflon can only take so much 
heat. And more heat — in the form of con- 
gressional probes — is coming. 


Insider Investigations 

In the wake of The Hill report on the FBI 
and court documents demonstrating collu- 
sion with Russia on the part of the Obama 
administration in general and Clinton in 
particular, Senate Judiciary Committee 
Chairman Charles “Chuck” Grassley (R- 
Iowa) opened his committee’s hearing with 


——~- 
= - 


“CLINTON 
FOUNDATION 


Uranium One deal that transferred control of between 20 and 25 percent of U.S. uranium to 
Russia — a deal Secretary of State Hillary Clinton helped push through. 
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Attomey General Jeff Sessions on October 
18 by calling for his committee to investi- 
gate the Uranium One deal, the Obama ad- 
ministration, and Hillary Clinton. Grassley 
said, “This committee has an obligation to 
get to the bottom of this issue.” 

And Fox News reported that same day: 


Grassley on Wednesday released a 
series of letters he fired off last week 
to 10 federal agencies, addressing 
those issues in detail and raising the 
question of whether the committee 
that approved the transaction was 
aware of the FBI probe. The Com- 
mittee on Foreign Investment in the 
United States (CFIUS) included then- 
Secretary of State Hillary Clinton. 


The following week, top House Repub- 
licans announced two new congressional 
probes into the Obama administration in 
general and Clinton in particular. When it 
rains, it pours — and right now, the Dem- 
ocrats are getting soaked. 

The announcement of the two separate 
but related investigations was made at a 
press conference on October 25. House 
Intelligence Committee Chairman Devin 
Nunes (R-Calif.) said that a panel made up 
of members of the House Judiciary Com- 
mittee, the House Oversight Committee, 
and the House Intelligence Committee has 
been “looking into” UraniumGate “for a 
while now” and decided to make the in- 
vestigation official after The Hill reported 
on the government documents showing 
evidence of collusion. 

The first investigation is focused on 
the Obama administration’s mishan- 
dling of the Uranium One deal and the 
part Clinton played in approving it. With 
Grassley pressing for the Senate Intelli- 
gence Committee to investigate the same 
matter, this would mean that both houses 
of Congress could be digging into things 
that Democrats — all of their demands 
for uncovering collusion with Russia not- 
withstanding — may well wish had been 
left alone. Someone should have told 
them to be careful what they wish for. Of 
course, those Democrats who have been 
raising the roof for months demanding an 
end to “Russian collusion” aren’t inter- 
ested in actual collusion when it involves 
at least two of their darlings. 

Nunes — who in April was a casualty 
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Friends in high places: Months before the conclusion of his “investigation” into Hillary Clinton’s 


illegal use of a private server to send and receive classified e-mails, ousted FBI Director James 
Comey drafted an e-mail of his determination in the case. 


of the Left’s Russia/Trump probe (read: 
witch hunt) when he was forced to step 
down from that investigation due to com- 
plaints filed with the Office of Congres- 
sional Ethics — may have an opportunity 
to enjoy doing his duty as chairman of his 
committee as these investigations move 
forward. 

The second investigation Nunes an- 
nounced is a blast from the past that seems 
destined to haunt Clinton: her flagrantly 
illegal actions when — as secretary of 
state — she conducted State Department 
business (including sending and receiving 
thousands of classified e-mails) over her 
unsecured, unauthorized, illegal, private 
e-mail server and account. In particular, 
the investigation is focused on how the 
Department of Justice conducted its in- 
vestigation of her actions — a reasonable 
focus, considering that with a mountain 
of evidence indicating her guilt, she was 
given a pass not once, but twice. 

That investigation will almost certainly 
zero in on FBI documents made public 
on October 16 showing that ousted FBI 
Director James Comey protected Clinton 
during the dog-and-pony show that he 
passed off as an investigation. 

The documents released by the FBI 
prove that Comey began drafting an e- 
mail about the determination of the inves- 
tigation months before it was complete 


and even before the FBI had interviewed 
several key people involved. One of the 
people not interviewed before Comey 
drafted his e-mail was Clinton herself. 
This means that months before the conclu- 
sion of the investigation — which twice 
ended with Comey publicly refusing to 
recommend indictment for Clinton’s ille- 
gal use of a private e-mail server and ac- 
count — Comey had already decided that 
that’s how it would end. 

The body of the publicly released ver- 
sion of Comey’s e-mail — dated May 
2, 2016 — is entirely redacted, showing 
nothing. While it is not possible to know 
what was in the body of the e-mail, it was 
addressed to Deputy Director Andrew Mc- 
Cabe, General Counsel James Baker, and 
Chief of Staff and Senior Counselor James 
Rybicki. When the FBI released the docu- 
ment as part of a Freedom of Information 
Act request, it was given the title “Drafts 
of Director Comey’s July 5, 2016 State- 
ment Regarding Email Server Investiga- 
tion Part 01 of 01.” 

July 5, 2016 was the day Comey issued 
a public statement that the investigation 
was complete and that the FBI would not 
recommend an indictment against Clinton. 
Now it is known that Comey had made 
that decision more than two month before 
announcing it. 

Months later, 650,000 previously un- 
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Not-so-secret secrets: Six hundred fifty thousand e-mails — including thousands with metadata 
showing they were State Department e-mails — were found on a laptop used by Clinton associate 
Huma Abedin. The laptop belonged to her husband, disgraced former Congressman Anthony 
Weiner, who was charged with using that laptop to send obscene pictures to a minor. 


discovered e-mails, including thousands 
that bore metadata showing they were 
State Department e-mails, were found on 
a laptop used by Clinton associate Huma 
Abedin. The e-mails were discovered by in- 
vestigators working the case of disgraced 
Representative Anthony Weiner (D-N.Y.) 
(to whom Abedin was married), who used 
computers and phones to send obscene 
images to a minor. The laptop — though 
used by Abedin to send and receive State 
Department e-mails, many of which were 
classified — actually belonged to Weiner, 
who lacked the security clearance to access 
those e-mails. 

On October 28, Comey sent a letter to 
high-ranking members of Congress an- 
nouncing that — because of the e-mails 
on the Abedin/Weiner laptop — he was 
reopening the case. Then, the FBI — 
which had taken months to review 75,000 
to 85,000 e-mails in the first round of the 
“investigation” — was somehow able to 
clear 650,000 e-mails in just over a week. 
Eight days after announcing the reopen- 
ing of the investigation, Comey reclosed 
it — again announcing that there would 
be no recommendation for an indictment. 

On the campaign trail, Donald Trump 
told a crowd of 8,000 in the Detroit, Michi- 
gan, suburb of Sterling Heights that Clinton 
was “being protected by a rigged system!” 
because “You can’t review 650,000 new 
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emails in eight days! You can’t do it, folks 
The math says Trump was correct. Even if 
there were 500 agents working full days 
(and working over the weekend) devoted 
to nothing but analyzing, cross referencing, 
and clearing those e-mails, they would each 
have had to clear them at a rate of 20 e- 
mails per hour. That is not an investigation; 
that is a rigged system protecting Clinton 
— exactly as Trump said. 

Comey’s decision to protect Clinton — 
already apparent from his refusal to recom- 
mend indictment and now obvious from his 
May e-mail laying out his July “decision” 
— did not happen in a vacuum. In fact, THE 
NEw AMERICAN reported in October 2016 
that a heavily (but not completely) redacted 
FBI document from August 2015 mentions 
a group called “The Shadow Government” 
— made up “of very high-ranking STATE 
officials” — that was working to protect 
Clinton. In running interference for Clin- 
ton, it is reasonable to suspect that Comey 
may have been following “guidance” (if 
not a direct order) from those higher than 
him on the totem pole. 

When Comey’s May e-mail was report- 
ed, President Trump took to his favorite 
form of mass communication, tweeting 
that Comey “totally protected Hillary 
Clinton. He was the best thing that ever 
happened to her!” And this time, Trump 
has the document to prove it. 
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Comey’s Comeuppance? 

For his part, Comey is not off the hook. As 
part of the congressional probe into how 
Obama’s Department of Justice (a misno- 
mer that is difficult to type with a straight 
face) handled the investigation, Comey 
may soon have to explain how his May 
e-mail jibes with his previous sworn tes- 
timony, because Grassley, who chairs the 
Senate Judiciary Committee, and Lindsey 
Graham (R-S.C.), who sits on the commit- 
tee, have both stated that they intend to 
have him answer those questions. Graham 
has gone so far as to say that, if necessary, 
he will issue a subpoena compelling Com- 
ey’s testimony, saying, “He’s coming, one 
way or the other.” 

To top it off, in the wake of reports that 
Clinton and the DNC illegally funded 
the fake Trump dossier that served as 
the springboard for investigations into 
allegations of Trump/Russia collusion, 
Senate Intelligence Committee Chair- 
man Richard Burr (R-N.C.) has indicated 
that his committee’s investigation will be 
changing direction. On October 25, Burr 
told CNN, “This provides us the ability 
to connect some dots that we couldn’t do 
before this,” adding, “And any investiga- 
tion when you have a revelation this big, 
it begins to clarify some pictures that you 
were already trying to understand.” He 
went on to say that this new information 
“will require us to dig a lot deeper in some 
areas that maybe a week ago we weren’t 
planning to.” 

No wonder Trump told reporters on Oc- 
tober 25 that “the hoax is turned around, and 
you look at what’s happened with Russia 
and the uranium deal and the fake dossier, 
and it’s all turned around.” It looks like the 
missiles fired by Clinton and the DNC have 
circled back and found their true targets. In 
an effort to use the specter of Russian col- 
lusion to delegitimize Trump’s presidency, 
they appear to have unwittingly revealed 
actual Russian collusion in their own camp. 

With two new investigations headed up 
by high-ranking Republicans in the House, 
the chairman of the Senate Judiciary Com- 
mittee calling for his committee to launch 
its own investigation, and the Senate In- 
telligence Committee shifting its focus to 
look into the Clinton Campaign and the 
DNC illegally hiding their funding of the 
fake Trump dossier, the days ahead look 
dark for Clinton and company. 
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CLINTON CAMPAIGN 


Democrat e-mails showed, among other things, that the 
Democratic National Committee rigged the primary for 
Clinton. From then on, Democrats have done damage 


control. 


by C. Mitchell Shaw 


y the time Hillary Clinton secured 

her party’s nomination during the 

Democratic National Convention 
on July 26, 2016, she and the DNC were 
already knee-deep in scandals. Some had 
already begun to come to light, while oth- 
ers would take more time. The past few 
weeks have shed much new light on po- 
litical corruption, illegal practices, and 
unethical activities in both the Clinton 
campaign and the DNC, to such a degree 
that it is difficult to imagine either of them 
bouncing back unscathed. 

Of course, this writer stated that Clinton 
secured her party’s nomination, not that 
she won it, because stealing isn’t winning. 
And as THE NEW AMERICAN reported in an 
online article on July 26, 2016, hours be- 
fore Clinton’s certain nomination: 


As a direct result of WikiLeaks pub- 
lishing nearly 20,000 DNC e-mails, 
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the Clinton campaign and the DNC 
itself are scrambling for damage 
control. In fact, the DNC chairper- 
son, Congresswoman Deborah Was- 
serman Schultz, has resigned over 
the scandal. Some of those e-mails 
show DNC leadership discussing 
plans to directly manipulate events 
to favor Hillary Clinton in the bid for 
the nomination to be the Democrat 
candidate — in direct violation of 
the DNC charter, which requires that 
it remain neutral during the primary 
cycle. Undermining the Sanders 
campaign — which was seen as a vi- 
able threat to the Clinton campaign 
— seems to have been a priority of 
the leadership of a party that claims 
to be “democratic.” 


The leaked DNC e-mails — published by 
WikiLeaks just days before the conven- 
tion began — demonstrate efforts to hurt 
the campaign of Bernie Sanders even as 


Corrupt clean through: More and more 
evidence points to political corruption, illegal 
practices, and unethical activities in both 

the Clinton campaign and the DNC. Debbie 
Wasserman Schultz helped Clinton control the 
party, steal the nomination, and hide the fact 
that the campaign and the party funded the 
fake Trump dossier. 


he was continuing to gain steam in the 
primaries. E-mail after e-mail shows 
DNC leaders planning to discredit Sand- 
ers and bolster Clinton. Other e-mails 
— sent months ahead of the convention 
— show DNC leaders, including Debbie 
Wasserman Schultz, planning to send 
announcements to supporters and donors 
— announcements that assume Clinton 
as the nominee. 


Democrat Damage Control 

After WikiLeaks published the e-mails, 
the DNC went into damage-control 
mode. Wasserman Schultz was forced to 
resign. Donna Brazile, who was shown 
by the leaked DNC e-mails to have used 
her position with CNN to pass along de- 
bate questions to Hillary Clinton in ad- 
vance of the debates, served as interim 
chair from the time of the convention 
until after the election. The DNC replace- 
ment of Wasserman Schultz with Brazile 
is a perfect example to illustrate the eth- 
ics of the Left. They simply prioritized 
their scandals. 

When it very quickly became clear that 
the DNC e-mail scandal wasn’t going 
away, the DNC and Clinton campaign 
began blaming the leaked e-mails on Rus- 
sia. Despite the claims to the contrary by 
WikiLeaks and a pile of evidence, Clin- 
ton and the DNC claimed that the e-mails 
weren’t leaked, they were hacked. And 
when WikiLeaks followed up by publish- 
ing a trove of Clinton campaign e-mails 
in mid-October, Clinton and the DNC re- 
peated the Russian hacker mantra. Clin- 
ton took it to the next level, claiming that 
Trump was the intended beneficiary of 
the alleged Russian hacking. At the third 
and final presidential debate, Clinton — 
while dodging questions about the con- 
tent of the e-mails — went so far as to 
call Trump “Putin’s puppet.” 

She, the DNC, and the liberal media 
repeated the “Putin’s puppet” mantra all 
the way through the election. After Clin- 
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ton lost to Trump, the mantra reached a 
fevered pitch. Then, just before President- 
elect Trump was inaugurated, the liberal 
media published an “intelligence dossier” 
containing unsubstantiated, salacious ac- 
cusations that Trump was being controlled 
by the Kremlin as a form of blackmail and 
supported by the Kremlin to help in his 
race against Clinton. 

The “dossier” — which has since been 
discredited as rife with errors and fabri- 
cations — seemed to confirm Clinton’s 
claims about Trump. That is because it 
was bought and paid for by Clinton and 
the DNC to perpetuate those claims. That 
in and of itself — aside from the fact that 
the document is full of salacious lies — 
would be a perfectly legal and legitimate 
political activity; campaigns and par- 
ties often finance “opposition research.” 
But given the “ethics” of Clinton and the 
DNC, it is no surprise that in funding the 
fake dossier, they broke campaign finance 
laws by failing (read: refusing) to disclose 
the funding. 

For more than a year, the people in- 
volved in funding the “dossier” lied 
about having anything to do with it. But 
by this October, reports began to emerge 


Lawyerly? Clinton campaign lawyer Marc Elias acted as a go-between to help the Clinton campaign 
and the DNC hide their funding of the now-discredited Trump “dossier.” Those payments — which 
campaign finance laws require be divulged — were listed as payments for his legal services. 
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that unraveled their lies. The Washington 
Post, Daily Mail, Seattle Times, and other 
media reported on October 24 and 25 that 
Marc Elias, a Clinton campaign lawyer, 
had acted as the intermediary between the 
Clinton campaign and the DNC on the one 
side and Fusion GPS — which prepared 
the “dossier” — on the other side. And two 
reporters from the New York Times — fed 
up with the lies — took to Twitter on Oc- 
tober 24 to call out the people behind the 
“dossier” as liars. 

Times reporter Maggie Haberman 
tweeted, “Folks involved in funding this 
lied about it, and with sanctimony, for a 
year.” Kenneth Vogel was less subtle, 
tweeting, “When I tried to report this story, 
Clinton campaign lawyer @marceelias 
pushed back vigorously, saying ‘You (or 
your sources) are wrong.’” 

Clinton and the DNC were so dedi- 
cated to keeping their involvement in the 
creation of the “dossier” a secret that they 
described the payments to Fusion GPS as 
“legal services” paid to Marc Elias. This 
is a clear violation of campaign finance 
laws requiring campaigns and parties 
to show an accounting of what monies 
come in (and from whom) and what mon- 
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ies go out (and to whom and for what). 
The nonprofit Campaign Legal Center 
filed a complaint with the Federal Elec- 
tion Commission (FEC) on October 25, 
claiming that the Clinton campaign and 
the DNC violated federal law when they 
“undermined the vital public information 
role of campaign disclosures” by “filing 
misleading reports.” If the FEC decides 
to investigate, this could be added to the 
list of new investigations that are listed in 
the article on page 17. 


Enter Donna Brazile 

Before the dust could settle from those 
revelations, Donna Brazile staged a come- 
back by releasing a “tell-all” (or more ac- 
curately, a “tell-some/spin-all”) book on 
November 7. The book details the corrup- 
tion that marked the Clinton Campaign 
and DNC during the 2016 election cycle. 
In promoting the book Hacks: The Inside 
Story of the Break-ins and Breakdowns 
That Put Donald Trump in the White 
House, Brazile published an article in Po- 
litico on November 2. Her book and the 
article claim that Clinton stole the nomina- 
tion and then blew the election. 

Brazile wrote that she had made a 
promise to Bernie Sanders to “get to the 
bottom of whether Hillary Clinton’s team 
had rigged the nomination process, as a 
cache of emails stolen by Russian hack- 
ers and posted online had suggested.” (It 
appears that repeating the Russian hacker 
mantra is a hard habit to break.) While it 
must be remembered that Brazile was a 
willing participant in the very corruption 
she is now exposing, it is also important to 
note that the most damning of her claims 
are well documented. 

In her Politico piece, Brazile wrote that 
by the time she took over as interim chair 
of the DNC, the party was in deep finan- 
cial trouble because of the poor leader- 
ship of Wasserman Schultz and the “ne- 
glect” of President Obama. In describing 
the degree to which the Blue party was so 
deeply in the red, Brazile recounts a tele- 
phone conversation with Gary Gensler, 
the chief financial officer of the Clinton 
campaign. In that call — the Saturday 
after the DNC convention in July — she 
says Gensler “wasted no words,” adding, 
“He told me the Democratic Party was 
broke and $2 million in debt.” Brazile 
said she told him that she had been told 
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“everything is fine” and the party was 
“raising money with no problems.” 

She wrote that Gensler told her that 
“Obama left the party $24 million in 
debt” and “had been paying that off very 
slowly,” but that “Hillary for America (the 
campaign) and the Hillary Victory Fund 
(its joint fundraising vehicle with the 
DNC) had taken care of 80 percent of the 
remaining debt in 2016.” After paying off 
the lion’s share of the DNC’s debt, Clinton 
“had placed the party on an allowance.” 

Brazile writes of all the calls, visits, and 
digging it took for her to discover a docu- 
ment — the Joint Fund-Raising Agree- 
ment between the DNC, the Hillary Vic- 
tory Fund, and Hillary for America — that 
had been used by Clinton to take over the 
party almost as soon as she had announced 
her candidacy and nearly a year before she 
actually had the authority — as the nomi- 
nee — to do so. 

In her Politico piece, Brazile wrote: 


The agreement — signed by Amy 
Dacey, the former CEO of the DNC, 
and Robby Mook with a copy to 
Marc Elias — specified that in ex- 
change for raising money and in- 
vesting in the DNC, Hillary would 
control the party’s finances, strat- 
egy, and all the money raised. Her 
campaign had the right of refusal 
of who would be the party com- 
munications director, and it would 
make final decisions on all the other 
staff. The DNC also was required to 
consult with the campaign about all 
other staffing, budgeting, data, ana- 
lytics, and mailings. 


Brazile said she finally understood “why 
it was that I couldn’t write a press release 
without passing it by [Clinton’s headquar- 
ters in] Brooklyn.” 

By controlling the money, Brazile 
contends, Clinton controlled the entire 
party. After all, the alternative version 
of the Golden Rule says, “The one with 
the gold makes the rules.” In Clinton’s 
case, though, it wasn’t gold, but the ill- 
gotten gains from her dirty dealings with 
Russia and others. And once Clinton had 
control of the party, stealing the nomina- 
tion was easy. 

And while Brazile should be seen for 
what she is (a co-conspirator throwing 
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Blame game: After being fired by CNN for providing debate questions to Clinton in advance of the 
presidential debates, Donna Brazile was appointed interim chair of the DNC to replace Wasserman 
Schultz. Brazile’s new book lists damning evidence of the corruption she helped perpetuate. 


everyone else under the bus for her own 
purposes) instead of the way she portrays 
herself (a dogged detective, tracking down 
lead after lead in an untiring effort to crack 
the case), it should be noted that she is not 
alone in her assessment of the facts. Both 
the Huffington Post and CNN reported on 
November 2 that Senator Elizabeth War- 
ren (D-Mass.) said she believes the DNC 
rigged the nomination for Clinton as a 
result of Clinton controlling the party’s 
finances. 

On September 7, Brazile called San- 
ders and confirmed his suspicions that 
Clinton had stolen the nomination, de- 
scribing Clinton as a “cancer” in the body 
of the DNC. 

Brazile told MSNBC that after Clinton 
bought controlling interest in the party 
and stole the nomination, her campaign 
began behaving like “a cult,” adding, 
“You could not penetrate them.” She 
said her hands were tied and that she 
could not convince Clinton to campaign 
in several states that wound up going 
for Trump in the election. In her book, 
Brazile described the monthly allowance 
Clinton doled out to the party as a “star- 
vation diet.” “I cannot help a candidate,” 
Brazile told MSNBC, “if I don’t have the 
resources, if I cannot spend the resources 
that the party is raising.” So while Clin- 
ton was able to successfully use her mil- 


lions in bribes from Russia and others to 
control the party and secure the nomina- 
tion, hanging onto that financial control 
may have been her undoing. 

Clinton was such a weak candidate 
that Brazile’s book describes the cam- 
paign as “anemic” and imbued with 
“the odor of failure.” In fact, Brazile 
considered using Clinton’s ill health on 
September 11, 2016 (when she collapsed 
leaving the 9/11 memorial) to begin the 
process of replacing her as the candidate. 
Party rules allow the chair to initiate that 
process if the candidate is incapacitated. 
Brazile wrote that after considering doz- 
ens of possible tickets, she had settled 
on Vice President Joe Biden and Sena- 
tor Cory Booker (D-N.J.), but decided 
against initiating the replacement pro- 
cess because of “all the women in the 
country” who were excited about the 
prospect of a woman president, writing, 
“T could not do this to them.” Ah, that 
awkward moment when a person’s sex 
completely overrides their lack of ability. 

In the end, it appears that the utter lack 
of anything resembling ethics in the Clin- 
ton campaign and the DNC is what put 
Hillary Clinton within striking distance 
of the White House and is what kept her 
out. These scandals (and there may be 
others yet unknown) demonstrate that as 
well as anything. 
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Racial Demonization for Profit and Power 


The words “white privilege’ are slung as an epithet by liberals of all races in order to 
undermine Western culture, make way for Marxism, and cause racial division. 


Thinkstock 


Whiting out Caucasians: Hunter College sociology professor Jessie Daniels implicated the “white 
nuclear family” in “white supremacy.” She also frowned upon whites having white children and 
having mixed-race children without dealing with their own white supremacy. 


by Selwyn Duke 


GG T he white race is the cancer of 
human history,” wrote novel- 
ist Susan Sontag in 1967. Her 

position was no surprise. She was merely 

expressing the common leftist lament that 
white people birthed the civilization they 
hate, Western civilization. Precisely two 
decades later, for instance, race hustler 

Jesse Jackson, characterizing Stanford 

University’s Western culture course as 

too white and male, led the campus chant, 

“Hey hey, ho ho, Western culture’s got to 

go.” Yet this is nothing compared to more 

recent times, as the demonization of whites 
has reached a fever pitch with a phenom- 
enon I have dubbed “caucaphobia.” 
Sontag made no bones about why she 
was indicting whites, as the context of her 
statement makes clear. To wit: “If Amer- 
ica is the culmination of Western white 
civilization, as everyone from the Left 
to the Right declares, then there must be 
something terribly wrong with Western 
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white civilization.... The white race is the 
cancer of human history; it is the white 
race and it alone — its ideologies and in- 
ventions — which eradicates autonomous 
civilizations wherever it spreads, which 
has upset the ecological balance of the 
planet, which now threatens the very ex- 
istence of life itself.” 

Sontag cut her teeth as a fiction writer, 
and her attempts at commentary were 
clearly her worst fiction. The eradication 
of “autonomous civilizations” is the story 
of man. China and Japan, like Western Eu- 
rope, comprised warring kingdoms until 
they were united via warfare; the Zulus 
conquered neighboring tribes to create an 
empire — and then were vanquished after 
encountering more advanced conquerors, 
the British. 

Upsetting the “ecological balance” is 
also quite human. As University of Wis- 
consin-Madison professor emeritus of 
geography William Denevan pointed out 
in 1992 in “The Pristine Myth: The Land- 
scape of the Americas in 1492”: 


There is substantial evidence ... 
that the Native American landscape 
of the early sixteenth century was a 
humanized landscape almost every- 
where. Populations were large. For- 
est composition had been modified, 
grasslands had been created, wildlife 
disrupted, and erosion was severe in 
places. Earthworks, roads, fields, and 
settlements were ubiquitous. With 
Indian depopulation in the wake of 
Old World disease, the environment 
recovered in many areas. A good ar- 
gument can be made that the human 
presence was less visible in 1750 
than it was in 1492. 


Before proceeding, I should address a criti- 
cism that could be leveled at this essay: that 
it defines matters racially. The reality is that 
things have already been defined racially 
by the Left, which today trades continually 
in identity politics. I didn’t start this fire — 
I’m merely playing the role of firefighter. 
Also note that this caucaphobia doesn’t hurt 
just whites. After all, this attack on “white- 
ness” amounts to an assault on Western 
culture, which means it’s an attack on our 
civilization itself. And that’s a ship every- 
one, regardless of race, creed, or color, oc- 
cupies. Sink it and we all drown. 
Currently, though, we’re drowning in 
racial demonization, which, tragically, 
is not a hard process to effect. For as the 
1960 film Pollyanna told us, “If you look 
for the bad in mankind expecting to find 
it, you surely will” (no, Lincoln didn’t say 
this). And, boy, today some people sure 
do look and find it in the white segment 
of mankind. Front and center, and every- 
where now, are the usual gripes about 
slavery and human-rights abuses. As an 
example, relating the American history 
guidelines of a prominent textbook pub- 
lisher, the author of The Language Police 
(2004), Diane Ravitch, reported, “Euro- 
pean Americans, the guidelines suggest, 
were uniquely responsible for bigotry and 
exploitation in all human history.” 
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Currently, though, we're drowning in racial 
demonization, which, tragically, is not a hard process 
to effect. For as the 1960 film Pollyanna told us, “If you 
look for the bad in mankind expecting to find it, you 


surely will.” 


Bigotry and Racial Demogogues 

The irony is that such a position reflects 
bigotry itself, as whites are being con- 
demned for just being human. Consider 
slavery: It isn’t notable that Europeans and 
Americans once engaged in it. It is, after 
all, one of the world’s oldest institutions, 
once practiced anywhere and everywhere 
since time immemorial. What’s notable is 
that slavery finally ended — in the West, 
that is. So while whites probably weren’t 
the first to practice slavery, they were the 
first to eliminate it. 

The same can be said of “exploitation”: 
Whites probably weren’t the first to violate 
what we today call human rights. But their 
civilization was the one that gave us the 
whole concept of human rights to begin 
with. Ironically, they provided the very 
standard by which they are condemned. 

Yet the racial demagogues, stretching 
human imagination, have now transcend- 
ed these rather mundane gripes and have 
descended into the truly bizarre; in fact, it 


appears that, having established (at least 
in many minds) that whites are uniquely 
flawed, the only task left is to find solu- 
tions to the “white problem.” Just consider 
the notion of “white privilege,” which now 
is the stuff of college courses and seminars 
and is to be taken as supposition. White 
privilege, mind you, is the idea that all 
white people have advantages in our so- 
ciety simply by virtue of their skin color; 
thus, a white Appalachian with Mountain 
Dew-degraded teeth and hole-ridden shoes 
enjoys advantages a wealthy black doctor 
in a posh suburb can only dream of, the 
theory goes. Moreover, if you, as a white 
person, don’t recognize this “fact,” it’s 
only because you’re so immersed in your 
privilege you can’t see the forest for the 
trees. And then just sit down and shut up 
because you have nothing to add to the 
conversation. Of course, this notion serves 
to leverage ever more advantages over 
white people (affirmative action, quotas, 
etc.); after all, no matter how many pounds 
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of flesh are extracted, whites will always 
have these nebulous advantages justifying 
ever more “balancing of the scales.” Hey, 
maybe we’ ll even have reparations one day 
or perhaps a racial version of Sweden’s 
“Man Tax,” a special levy on men pro- 
posed in 2004 (it didn’t make it into law) 
to make amends for male violence. By the 
way, I’m amenable to either proposal (re- 
ally!) — as long as I also receive royalty 
checks for all the inventions and innova- 
tions birthed by men/whites throughout the 
ages. I’ll pay my special tax with them and 
use the remainder to buy a yacht. 

Then there’s the notion of “cultural ap- 
propriation.” In a 2015 interview on Late 
Night with Seth Meyers, comedian Jay 
Leno talked about how his Italian-descent 
grandfather — who only ate Italian food 
— was always amazed “that people would 
eat out of their ethnic group,” as Leno put 
it. Granddad would say, “Look at that, a 
Chinese guy with a hot dog! Look at that! 
A black guy with a bagel! A black guy with 
a bagel! A Korean guy with a pizza! Look 
at that!” Leno related. The comedian was 
evoking laughter, and his grandfather’s 
provincial culinary outlook is quite cute. 
Yet that some people take this mentality 
seriously, apply it widely, give it academic 
imprimatur, and use social pressure to en- 
force it is no laughing matter. 

Yet while cultural appropriation is ap- 
plied not just to food, but clothing, hair- 
styles, and everything else now, there are 
limits — it’s enforced only on white people. 
Consider how a 20-year-old Hampshire 
College student assaulted a visiting white 
basketball player this past March because 
the girl had braided hair. Two months later, 
a small but wildly successful Portland, 
Oregon, pop-up named “Kooks Burritos” 
was pressured into shutting down after the 
two white owners mentioned they got their 
recipes via field research in Mexico; they 
were accused of appropriating another cul- 
ture’s “intellectual property.” Then there 
was the recent controversy over appropri- 
ate, not appropriated, Halloween costumes; 
Kim Kardashian and beauty blogger Jaclyn 
Hill were accused of appropriation for, re- 
spectively, dressing up as singer Aaliyah 
Haughton and wearing an afro (I have more 
of a problem with Kim Kardashian dress- 
ing as Kim Kardashian). And lending this 
lunacy credence, USA Today actually asked 
in an October 23 headline, “Is it OK for a 
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white kid to dress up as Moana for Hal- 
loween?” I don’t know, is it OK for people 
without two brain cells to rub together to 
write news and commentary? Have we for- 
gotten that “imitation is the sincerest form 
of flattery”? 

Of course, cultural-appropriation 
charges aren’t leveled against Al Sharp- 
ton for using hair relaxer to straighten 
his hair, Wally Amos for making millions 
selling chocolate-chip cookies (originated 
by white chef Ruth Graves Wakefield in 
1938), or black conductor Roderick Cox 
because classical music was birthed in 


Europe. Nor was the principle used to de- . 


fend elementary teacher Pam Nicolai, who 
in 2012 told two boys that they couldn’t 
play the part of Abraham Lincoln in a skit 
because they were too dark-skinned. So 
how far should we take this? Must res- 
taurants of a given cuisine only be owned 
by those of the corresponding heritage — 
i.e., French bistros must be in the hands of 
French-descent Americans? Should inven- 
tions created by Germans only be avail- 
able to Germans or, broadening it, those 
created by whites be reserved for whites? 
Jesse and Barack, please report to the Min- 
istry of Culture and turn in your car keys, 
computer, and, well, you get the idea. 


American Culture 

It’s hard to think of a more stupid notion. 
Guess what? “Cultural appropriation” is 
merely a pejorative for what America is 
all about. What do you think the “melt- 
ing pot” is? It’s different peoples coming 
together, borrowing the best from one an- 
other and fusing into one new, and hope- 
fully improved, people. In fact, this is the 
story of the world. Europe once comprised 
a multitude of tribes, such as the Goths, 
Marcomanni, Lusitani, Aquitani, Celti- 
berians, and Lombards. They don’t exist 
as distinct groups anymore, having been 
amalgamated genetically and culturally 
into larger groups. And, of course, most 
of Europe borrowed much from Roman 
culture, with concrete, our calendar, un- 
der-floor heating, and bound books being 
examples. This is how civilization advanc- 
es, as Professor Thomas Sowell explained 
in his 1998 speech “Race, Culture, and 
Equality,” pointing out that 


when the British first crossed the 
Atlantic and confronted the Iroquois 
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Food for thought: How far should we take the notion of “cultural appropriation’? White 
restaurant owners selling food of another culture’s cuisine have been accused of “intellectual 
property” theft. Must we patent food, preventing whites from selling food of other cultures? 


on the eastern seaboard of what is 
today the United States, they were 
able to steer across that ocean in the 
first place because they used rudders 
invented in China, they could navi- 
gate on the open seas with the help 
of trigonometry invented in Egypt, 
their calculations were done with 
numbers invented in India, and their 
general knowledge was preserved in 
letters invented by the Romans. But 
the Iroquois could not draw upon 
the knowledge of the Aztecs or the 
Incas, whose very existence they had 
no way of knowing. The clash was 
not between the culture created by 
the British versus the culture created 
by the Iroquois. It was a clash be- 
tween cultural developments drawn 
from vast regions of the world versus 
cultural developments from a much 
more circumscribed area. 


Dr. Sowell was seeking to explain why 
some cultures are more successful than 
others. Yet this “two heads are better than 
one” principle would be forestalled and 
peoples would remain truly cloistered and 
provincial were cultural-appropriation 
prohibitions strictly enforced. The good 
news is that, being the situational-values 
set, leftists have no intention of applying 
their theory consistently. They like their 
cars, computers, and other luxuries too 
much — and they reserve their cultural- 
appropriation stigmas for whites. 

The bad news is this stigmatization is 
still destructive. The Left has Balkanized 


us via the rapid importation of largely 
unassimilable peoples, euphemistically 
known as “immigration,” and then re- 
moved much pressure to assimilate by 
pushing multiculturalism. Now it further 
cements the mistake (a feature as much as 
a bug) by exacerbating the division with 
cultural-appropriation doctrine. It was 
bad enough when the Left replaced the 
melting pot with the “salad bowl.” Now 
the standard is that if the cauliflower 
touches a pinto bean, it’s the next Harvey 
Weinstein. 

But division and destruction define the 
anti-white movement. Just consider some 
propositions its minions have made: 

¢ Hunter College sociology professor 
Jessie Daniels wrote in a series of recent 
tweets “that the white-nuclear family is 
one of the most powerful forces support- 
ing white supremacy” and condemned 
the “outright worship of ‘the sanctity of 
the family’ which pervades pop culture.” 
(I’m not sure what pop culture Daniels 
imbibes; perhaps she threw away her TV 
after Leave It to Beaver went into reruns.) 

¢ University of Illinois math education 
professor Rochelle Gutierrez recently 
opined in a paper that math perpetuates 
white privilege. 

¢ The Writing Center at the Universi- 
ty of Washington, Tacoma instructs that 
“expecting proper grammar from others 
perpetuates racism and ‘unjust language 
structures,’” reported the Washington 
Times in February. 

¢ Clemson University’s “inclusion 
awareness course” teaches that expecting 
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Clemson University’s “inclusion awareness Course” 
teaches that expecting punctuality Could be “racist” and 
that a tardy minority’s “cultural perspective regarding 
time is neither more nor less valid than any other.” 


punctuality could be “racist” and that a 
tardy minority’s “cultural perspective re- 
garding time is neither more nor less valid 
than any other.” 

¢ In 2014, the Obama administration — 
reacting to black and Hispanic students’ 
higher suspension and expulsion rates — 
issued new school discipline policies that 
essentially led to quotas in punishment. 
The result? Increased violence in many 
schools nationwide. By the way, what 
about the white suspension rate being 
significantly higher than the Asian one? 
About this we heard crickets — and prop- 
erly so, since suspensions should be based 
on infractions, not the color of one’s skin. 


Liberal Leverage on Blacks 
The anti-white bigotry reflected in the 
above is obvious. But what of the effects 
on blacks, the group racial demagogues 
claim to want to help? Consider: 

¢ The black illegitimacy rate today is 
73 percent. 
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“The average black high-school gradu- 
ate has the academic achievement level of 
a white seventh- or eighth-grader,” Profes- 
sor Walter E. Williams reported in March. 

¢ Blacks score on average almost 100 
points lower than whites and Asians on 
the SAT’s reading-and-writing section; 
this reflects the poor communication skills 
prevalent in the black community. 

¢ As black commentator T.J. Holmes 
wrote in 2014 in The Root — complain- 
ing of rampant tardiness in the black com- 
munity — “It’s Time to Quit Operating on 
CP [Colored People’s] Time.” 

¢ Violence is already a problem in pre- 
dominantly black schools. 

Given that the above factors all mili- 
tate against success, should we be sending 
blacks (or anyone, really) the message that 
the nuclear family, math, proper gram- 
mar, and punctuality are “white”? Won’t 
a violence-enabling failure to hold dis- 
tuptive students accountable just increase 
disruption, making it even harder for the 


Back of the bus? Singer Lido Pimienta has been asking whites to move to the back in her 
concerts while inviting “people of color” to the front. Will the Left next introduce separate water 


fountains? 
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good kids to learn? Young black ruffians 
often stigmatize good habits by accusing 
their studious, disciplined peers of “act- 
ing white.” Now, shamefully, this message 
is repeated and reinforced — and given 
academic sanction — by their elders. As 
Dr. Williams has put it, if the Ku Klux 
Klan were given control of the schools, 
it couldn’t do a better job of sabotaging 
black education. 

No matter who is hurt, however, the 
anti-white attacks continue apace. Colom- 
bian-Canadian singer Lido Pimienta has 
a practice of telling “members of color” 
to move to the front in her concerts and 
whites to move to the back; when a white 
female volunteer photographer refused 
to do so at an October concert, she was 
kicked out and fired by the event organiz- 
ers — who then apologized to Pimienta 
for the volunteer’s “racist” behavior. Then 
there are the attacks on Christopher Co- 
lumbus, George Washington, and other 
Founders for having been slave-owners. 
Yet these critics’ failure to condemn 
“non-white” slave-owners such as Islam’s 
Mohammed reveals that what they have a 
problem with is not slavery, but skin color. 

What drives this anti-white movement? 
There are multiple reasons, the simplest 
being the quest for power. The Demo- 
crats were once the party of slavery and 
Jim Crow, but their passions, policies, and 
strategies have changed along with demo- 
graphics. They discovered that the racial- 
grievance card was the ticket to winning 
non-white votes, then realized they could 
grow this bloc via Third World immigra- 
tion (which has constituted 85 percent of 
our post-1965 immigration). With this 
bloc now substantial at more than 32 per- 
cent of the nation, they try to solidify it 
with racial-identity politics. So where it 
once was “Workers of the world unite!” 
now it’s “Non-whites of the world unite!” 
Remember when Obama urged Hispanics 
in a 2010 Univision radio interview to get 
to the polls and “punish our enemies”? He 
wasn’t referencing the North Koreans. 

This is the divide-and-conquer strategy 
that, in nations once almost exclusively 
white, might have resulted in playing the 
proletariat against the bourgeoisie. In our 
more multicultural, mixed-race Western 
societies, and with old-line socialism hav- 
ing lost its cachet, class warfare has (to 
an extent) been supplanted by race war- 
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fare. Either way the result is 
the same: Increased leftist 
power and Western civiliza- 
tion’s destruction. 

Yet such Machiavel- 
lian motives don’t define 
the rank-and-file anti-white 
majority, many of whom 
are white themselves. Their 
antipathy for whites is vis- 
ceral; this is not surprising 
given the revisionist history 
and propaganda that abound 
today. After all, if I repeat- 
edly showcased your sins and 
mistakes while downplaying 
your good points, how long 
before the town folk were 
chasing you with pitch- 
forks? Yet there’s more to it. 

Whites are today’s racial 
version of Walmart, seen as 
the dominant, most success- 
ful group and demonized 
for the sin of being such. 
Now, this perception itself 
is a result of bias, as Asians m 
surpass whites by many =~ 
measures; examples are aca- z 
demic achievement and that 
the highest-earning religious 
group is Hindus, who are 
almost exclusively Indian. 
(Note: Technically, most 
Indians, along with Arabs, Persians, and 
many Hispanics, are classified as Cau- 
casian. When the media and man on the 
street speak of American “whites,” they 
unknowingly are referencing a sub-group: 
European-descent whites.) This has many 
effects, but one is relevant here. 

One of the under-appreciated causes 
of anti-Semitism is jealousy, as Jews are 
highly successful. For example, as Dr. 
Williams has pointed out, “Jews are not 
even | percent of the world’s popula- 
tion, but they constitute 20 percent of the 
world’s Nobel Prize winners.” Now, envy 
is one of the Seven Deadly Sins because 
it’s a very powerful emotion. A person can 
hate you for many reasons, but beware the 
jealous man. For he can only assuage his 
feelings by bringing you down. 

There’s no question that the same factor 
exacerbates anti-white hatred. How can I 
be sure? First, I learned long ago that when 
someone belittles your legitimate accom- 
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Concerned about color barriers: The Reverend Jesse Lee Peterson, who 
runs BOND (Brotherhood Organization of a New Destiny), which focuses 
on aiding blacks, says that people can only move past race problems if 

they forgive others for any racial animosity — both real and imagined — 
not fixate on it. 


plishments and will give you no credit, 
envy is the usual culprit. Besides, gener- 
ally speaking, people are always jealous 
of the more accomplished. And given that 
racial demagogues have done their utmost 
to feed this green-eyed monster — and 
have claimed whites are undeserving of 
their success — it’s no surprise jealousy’s 
fires burn hot. 

The bottom line is that whites just can 
do no right today. If they become experts 
in and purveyors of exotic food, they may 
be accused of cultural appropriation. But 
if their toddlers say “yuck” in response to 
the same food, the child could be guilty of 
“racism,” according to Britain’s National 
Children’s Bureau, reported the Telegraph 
in 2008. Dressing as minority characters 
makes whites insensitive, but not having 
enough minority characters in their mov- 
ies makes them, well, insensitive. When 
the non-white proportion of the U.S. 
population or a formerly white neigh- 


borhood increases, it adds 
diversity, which, of course, 
is a “strength.” But when the 
reverse happens, as in San 
Francisco’s Mission District, 
it’s “gentrification” or, as the 
New York Times related it, the 
“bleaching out” of the neigh- 
borhood’s Hispanic culture. 

Whites are always guilty 
for a simple reason. It’s the 
same phenomenon as when a 
woman, with an axe to grind 
with her husband, ascribes 
negative intentions to all he 
does. Then, even an innocent 
misstep is considered purpose- 
ful and the thinking is, “Yeah, 
that’s just the kind of thing he 
would do!” 

What’s the solution? Black 
reverend Jesse Lee Peter- 
son, who often tackles racial 
problems, has provided it: 
forgiveness. For anger is like 
darkness: The more there is, 
the less you can see. But upon 
forgiving, that toxic emotion’s 
darkness is lifted and replaced 
with the light of a more heav- 
enly perception. Then, some- 
times, what had been unthink- 
able becomes apparent. We 
may see that the one we long 
bore a grudge against did us no wrong, or 
that he had only good or neutral intentions, 
or that the injury we fancied so severe is 
just so much spilled milk. Sometimes 
even, dare I say, we learn that the fault 
lies with us. 

Unfortunately, Christianity is waning in 
the West, and forgiveness isn’t stressed by 
academia, the media, and Hollywood. In- 
stead, we’re treated to demagoguery such 
as the Latino Victory Fund ad in the recent 
Virginia governor’s race. Targeting GOP 
hopeful Ed Gillespie, it portrayed a white 
man in a pick-up truck bearing a “Gil- 
lespie for Governor” sticker trying to run 
down non-white children. It doesn’t mat- 
ter that such a thing hasn’t happened. The 
hate-purveying demagogues are willing to 
stoke the fires of racial and ethnic unrest 
— which has killed millions through the 
ages — just for political power. Such is the 
wont of those who'd rather reign in Hell 
than serve in Heaven. 
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THE REAL RUSSIA-GATE 


Many Americans associate the purported “Russia-gate” scandal with Trump. But this 
book shows that there is definitely a Russia-gate scandal involving Obama. 


pea a apecpats 
UNMASKED 


by Steve Byas 


Comrade Obama Unmasked: Marxist 
Mole in the White House, by Cliff Kin- 
caid, Michael Hichborn, Alex Newman, 
Joel Gilbert, Arne Steinberg, Martin Aro- 
stegui, James Simpson, and Trevor Lou- 
don (Foreword), Owling, Md.: America’s 
Survival, Inc., 2017, 212 pages, paper- 
back. 


G ‘Pp utin’s puppet!” scream left- 
ists who want us to believe, 
without evidence, that Vladi- 

mir Putin put Donald Trump in the White 

House. “Russia-gate” is another refrain 

echoed by the Left. In actuality, those 

who believe that President Trump should 
be impeached because of his alleged trea- 
sonous ties to Russia surely must view the 
charge as far more serious and scandalous 
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than Watergate. After all, in the case of the 
Watergate scandal, disgraced President 
Richard Nixon was not accused of oper- 
ating on behalf of a foreign power. But 
in the case of the alleged Trump scandal, 
President Trump is. 

The book that’s the subject of this re- 
view — Comrade Obama Unmasked: 
Marxist Mole in the White House — is of 
course about Obama, not Trump. Those 
who want to read about the dubious ac- 
cusations of Russian collusion against the 
current occupant in the White House will 
need to look elsewhere. But those who 
want to learn about the genuine Russia- 
gate scandal involving Trump’s immedi- 
ate predecessor will not be disappointed 
delving into this book. 

Cliff Kincaid, president of America’s 
Survival, Inc., the publisher of Comrade 
Obama Unmasked, is quoted on the cover 
saying: “The smoking gun evidence of 
Barack Hussein Obama’s deep personal re- 
lationship with suspected Soviet espionage 
agent and Communist Party member Frank 
Marshall Davis is the real Russia-gate 
scandal.” But the scope of the book is by 
no means limited to the Obama-Davis re- 
lationship; also included is other informa- 
tion that makes credible the book title’s ap- 
pellation of “Comrade” to Obama, as well 
as the assertion in the subtitle that Obama 
was a “Marxist mole in the White House.” 
The book does not go so far as to assert that 
“Comrade Obama” was an actual member 
of the Communist Party, but it does not dis- 
count that possibility either. In fact, in the 
Foreword, anti-communist investigator and 
filmmaker Trevor Loudon goes so far as to 
call Obama a “covert communist.” “When 
you see something, you have to say some- 
thing,” Loudon concludes. “That may be 
dangerous, but saying nothing is deadly.” 

Altogether, eight authors have some- 
thing to say in this book. In addition to 
Loudon, there is also Kincaid, the princi- 
pal writer and editor, who wrote the in- 
troduction, which summarizes key points 
made elsewhere in the book by other con- 


tributors, as well as the chapter “Corrup- 
tion, Communism, and the FBI.” 

In a short review, it is not possible to ad- 
equately summarize and do justice to what 
each of the contributors has to say, chapter 
by chapter. But one chapter I would like to 
draw particular attention to is “Obama’s 
Revolutionary Model.” That chapter is 
written by Alex Newman, a name well fa- 
miliar to readers of THE NEW AMERICAN 
because of his many contributions to this 
magazine. It is also one of the more inter- 
esting chapters in the book. 

Newman asserts that Obama’s inspira- 
tion for getting into politics happened in 
1980 when he spoke at an anti-apartheid 
rally at Occidental College. “I was in- 
spired by what was taking place in South 
Africa,” Obama recalled more than three 
decades later. 

Obama wrote the Foreword to Nelson 
Mandela’s 2011 book Conversations With 
Myself: Newman noted, “Obama did not 
mention the barbaric terrorism and the 
widespread slaughter of men, women and 
children — black, white, and colored — 
being perpetrated across South Africa by 
the Soviet-backed revolutionaries he was 
supporting in college.” 

Newman quotes Obama’s explanation 
of how Mandela played “a key role” in 
inspiring him to become active in politics: 
“To so many of us, he was more than just 
a man — he was a symbol of the struggle 
for justice, equality, and dignity in South 
Africa and around the globe.” 

It should be noted that, to the revolu- 
tionary Marxist, “the struggle for justice” 
is the struggle for “revolutionary Marx- 
ism.” Obama’s portrayal of Mandela as 
simply a crusader for equal rights for all, 
though widely believed, clashes with real- 
ity. As Newman makes abundantly clear, 
Mandela’s actual struggle was for the 
spread of revolutionary Marxism — Man- 
dela was a member of the central commit- 
tee of the South African Communist Party 
(SACP). Mandela even wrote a document 
entitled “How to be a Good Communist.” 
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Mandela was the president of South Af- 
rica from 1994-99, and died in 2013, but 
since Mandela took over the government 
of South Africa, the once prosperous nation 
has degenerated economically under him 
and his Marxist successors. Close to one- 
half million South Africans have been mur- 
dered (the murder rate more than doubled 
after the African National Congress took 
control, and even before that time many 
murders were committed by ANC terror- 
ists), and it is estimated that one-fourth of 
the women in the country have suffered 
rape. Mandela is dead now but, Newman 
writes, the Marxist government that suc- 
ceeded him has incited a genocide against 
whites in the country. Not surprisingly, one- 
fourth of South A frican whites have fled the 
country, and more would leave if they had 
the financial resources to do so. 

“That is Mandela’s legacy,” Newman 
writes toward the end of his chapter. Yet the 
man responsible for that legacy (Mandela) 
is lauded by Obama as a symbol of justice. 

But could Obama be “forgiven” for 
characterizing communist Mandela that 
way? Could he be that naive? To draw that 
conclusion would be to say that Obama 
knew nothing, or almost nothing, about 
his subject matter when he contributed 
the Foreword to Mandela’s Conversations 
With Myself. Mandela’s actual member- 
ship on the central committee of the SACP 
may not have been made public until after 
his death, but Mandela’s embracement of 
communism and the communist-dominat- 
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ed ANC was very much out in the open. 

Newman argues that what has happened 
in South Africa “offers a grim preview of 
what Americans and Europeans can expect 
if the forces represented by Obama suc- 
ceed in continuing their policies — open 
borders, multiculturalism, central plan- 
ning, Big Government, racial hatred, law- 
less government, ignoring the Constitution, 
class warfare, anti-Christian bigotry, and so 
on. If nothing else, South Africa and Man- 
dela should serve as powerful motivators 
for Americans to take their country back — 
and to do it quickly, before it is too late.” 

Obama’s affinity for Marxism sheds 
light on his actions, including his admi- 
ration for Mandela. But why did Obama 
develop a sympathy for Marxism to begin 
with? Unlike many young people who 
adopt socialist/Marxist ideology after 
leaving home to attend a leftist college 
or university, Obama’s introduction to 
Marxism goes back even further — to his 
growing-up years when he had a close re- 
lationship with Communist Party member 
Frank Marshall Davis, according to Joel 
Gilbert in the chapter “The Mystery Man” 
(meaning Davis). 

The chapter is the transcript of an inter- 
view Kincaid conducted with Gilbert, who 
directed the film Dreams From My Real Fa- 
ther. Both the interview and the film offer 
the explanation that Davis — not Barack 
Hussein Obama, Sr., the Kenyan — was the 
main influence leading the young Obama 
to a Marxist worldview. But Gilbert says 
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much more than that; he argues that Davis 
— not Barack Obama, Sr. — is Obama’s 
biological father. According to Gilbert, 
Obama’s mother, Ann Dunham, had an af- 
fair with Davis, and a “sham marriage” was 
arranged with the student Barack Obama, 
Sr. to cover up the affair. 

Both the interview and the film present 
evidence supporting the assertion that 
Davis is the real father. Gilbert makes a 
credible case, albeit more convincingly 
in his film, where he had more time to 
develop his case, than in the interview 
in the book. Many readers may conclude 
that Gilbert has fallen short of proving 
that Davis is Obama’s biological father 
— while at the same time concluding that 
Gilbert could actually be right. Be that as 
it may, Davis clearly influenced Obama 
more than Obama, Sr., whom the young 
Obama barely knew. 

Gilbert notes that in Obama’s autobiog- 
raphy, Dreams From My Father, Obama 
talks a lot about someone named “Frank.” 
The “book is as much about Frank Mar- 
shall Davis as it is about the Kenyan 
Obama,” Gilbert says. 

“Davis became the ideological mentor” 
of Obama. Davis was a poet and a writer, 
penning papers promoting socialized medi- 
cine and favoring legalization of undocu- 
mented immigrants. “Frank Marshall Davis 
radicalized Barack Obama,” argues Gilbert. 

Which brings us back to Obama’s “in- 
spiration” by the communist Mandela at 
Occidental College. Before Obama went 
to Occidental, Davis spent the better part 
of eight years with him, introducing him 
to readings by Malcolm X “and all these 
radicals, including Angela Davis.” 

This explains why Obama wrote, “I 
went to Occidental College at age 18 to 
study with Marxist professors.” He had 
already done his “preparatory” work with 
Davis — at least that is the thesis of Joel 
Gilbert and this book. 

There is much more in the book, includ- 
ing the final chapter on “The Resistance” 
by James Simpson, who takes a hard look 
at the Obama Foundation and what we can 
expect from Obama’s post-presidency — 
efforts to continue to agitate for a funda- 
mental transformation of the country. 

All in all, this book is a quick, inter- 
esting read, full of important information, 
and — despite its grim thesis — presented 
in a lively and entertaining manner. Mf 
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Stopping 
Texas Terror 


Though this column is intended to focus 
on the goodness of America, it becomes 
increasingly harder to ignore the utter 
evil that exists in the world when hor- 
rific acts of violence such as the mass 
shooting at the First Baptist Church in 
Sutherland Springs, Texas, take place. 
Good and innocent people are continu- 
ally subjected to unspeakable acts at the 
hands of evil, and it can be enough to 
make even the most optimistic person 
lose faith in humanity. Fortunately, there 
are always heroes and good Samaritans 
who emerge to offer a little hope when 
the world appears a bleak place. In 
Sutherland Springs, Texas, two men did 
just that. 

One man, identified as 55-year-old 
Stephen Willeford, is credited with con- 
fronting the shooter, Devin Patrick Kel- 
ley, as he left the church and approached 
his car. Though it is not confirmed, it 
is believed that Kelley may have been 
planning to continue his shooting 
spree elsewhere, since his vehicle was 
equipped with multiple weapons. 

Willeford reportedly was told the 
Texas church massacre was unfolding 
and quickly grabbed his rifle, intending 
to stop the shooting. The U.K.’s Daily 
Mail reported that Willeford confronted 
the shooter outside of the church and re- 
portedly opened fire, shooting him in a 
crease in his body armor. Kelley escaped 
in his vehicle, but Willeford flagged 
down a passerby, another local identi- 
fied as Johnnie Langendorff, and chased 
Kelley down in a truck. 

According to local ABC affiliate 
KSAT, Willeford jumped in Langen- 
dorff’s truck to chase the shooter for 
several minutes before Kelley eventu- 
ally crashed his car. Kelley was later 
found dead in his vehicle, and it remains 
unclear whether a bullet wound he suf- 
fered was self-inflicted or if he was shot 
by Willeford. 

Langendorff described the dramatic 
encounter with local reporters. “I pulled 
up to the intersection where the shooting 
happened and I saw two men exchang- 
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ing gunfire, the other being a citizen of 
the community,” he said. “The shooter 
of the church had taken off, fled in his 
vehicle, and the other gentleman came 
and he said, ‘We need to pursue him,’ 
that he just shot up the church. So that’s 
what I did. I just acted.” 

Langendorff said he didn’t know Wil- 
leford, but knew he was from the area. 
“T didn’t know him at all,” he explained. 
“He was just a member of the commu- 
nity, and when he came to my vehicle 
in distress with his weapon he explained 
very quickly what happened and he got 
in the truck and I knew it was just time 
[to go].” 

According to Langendorff, he and 
Willeford pursued Kelley at speeds up 
to 95 mph, dodging through traffic, 
until they were within feet of Kelley’s 
vehicle. At that time, Kelley lost control 
of his vehicle and drove off the road. 
Willeford then jumped out of Langen- 
dorff’s car with his rifle raised and kept 
his weapon pointed at Kelley until law 
enforcement arrived, five to seven min- 
utes later. 

“The police arrived and they pushed 
us back and they took care of the rest,” 
he said. 

Twenty-six people, ages five to 72, 
died at the hands of Kelley, 23 of them 
inside the church, two outside, and one 
later in the hospital. Nine of the victims, 
including an unborn child who died along 
with the mom, came from the same fam- 
ily. Wilson County Sheriff Joe Tackitt 
noted that the dead account for four per- 
cent of Sutherland Springs’ small popu- 
lation. Approximately 20 more were 
wounded, with injuries ranging from 
minor to critical. 

Little is known of Kelley as this story 
goes to the publisher except that he re- 
ceived a “bad conduct” discharge from 
the U.S. Air Force after being court- 
martialed for assaulting his wife and 
his child. It is unclear why Kelley was 
allowed to obtain his weapons, as it is 
normally illegal for men convicted of 
domestic abuse to buy a gun, though 
Kelley not only bought a gun, he filled 
out all of the required federal paper- 
work. Texas Governor Greg Abbott told 


CNN’s Chris Cuomo that Kelley was 
denied a license to carry a gun in Texas. 


One-man Search Party 
Finds Toddler in Woods 


Eric Gilbreath is being hailed a hero after 
helping locate a missing toddler named 
Serenity Sanders, who disappeared from 
her home in Dekalb County, Alabama, on 
November 2. 

When Gilbreath learned that Serenity 
was missing, he felt compelled to act im- 
mediately. Gilbreath knows Serenity be- 
cause the mother of his son is also Seren- 
ity’s mother. 

“Your heart just falls out on the floor. 
My first thought was helping getting out 
there and looking. I wasn’t going to give 
up,” Gilbreath explained. 

Gilbreath jumped in his car and drove two 
hours from his home in Cullman, Alabama to 
get to Dekalb County. He drove in search of 
the three-year-old until he reached a wooded 
area off County Road 957. He grabbed his 
flashlight and headed into the woods. 

WHNT reported that he meticulously 
combed the woods until he found her, 
along with her dog. “I just walked the 
ridge top, walked halfway down the ridge 
and walked the bottom of the ridge and 
went to the next one,” Gilbreath said. 

When he found her, the child seemed 
relieved to be discovered by someone she 
already knew. “That dog was still right 
there by her side. She was standing there 
behind the tree. I walked behind the tree 
she said, ‘Hey Eric,’” Gilbreath said. 

Gilbreath said that even he had trouble 
finding his way out of the woods the girl 
was in. He had to listen for a police siren 
to help find his way out. 

Gilbreath found her on Friday morning, 
just one day after she was reported miss- 
ing. The child appeared unscathed, with 
just minor scratches to show for her or- 
deal. For precautionary measures, she was 
transported to the hospital, but is reported 
to be fine. 

Gilbreath said she talked the entire time 
as they made their way out of the woods, 
and seemed to be in good spirits. 

— RAVEN CLABOUGH 
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Notables of the 


First World War 
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WWI had its share of notables, on both sides of the conflict. 


by Brian Farmer 


hen we Americans think about 
World War I, we may recall the 
names of certain personalities, 


such as the leader of the American mili- 
tary forces, General John Pershing, or the 
flamboyant leader of Germany’s “Flying 
Circus,” Manfred “The Red Baron” von 
Richthofen. But there are other person- 
alities whom we associate with World 
War II who were major players in their 
own right during World War I, such as 
the noble Douglas MacArthur and the ig- 
noble Adolf Hitler. Yet the evil that Hitler 
later inflicted on the world after acquiring 
the reins of power in Germany was by no 
means representative of the German peo- 
ple, many of whom, like the men in the 
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opposing trenches they faced, were Chris- 
tian. While we (non-German) Americans 
view Germany as the enemy during World 
War I, we must also consider that German 
soldiers fought patriotically for what they 
viewed as Germany’s rightful place in the 
world. With all of this in mind, we offer 
the following four brief biographies. 


John Joseph Pershing 
John Joseph Pershing was born into a 
family of modest means in Laclede, Mis- 
souri, on September 13, 1860. He gradu- 
ated from the United States Military 
Academy at West Point in 1886 as presi- 
dent of his class. 

Pershing’s first active service was in 
the last series of Indian Wars fought in the 
American West, when he served in the cav- 


General Pershing: General John “Black Jack” 
Pershing increased the size of the American 
Expeditionary Force from 300,000 soldiers 

to 2,000,000 in just six months during 1918. 
Here he is shown decorating some of those 
soldiers in Trier, Germany, in 1919. 


alry. He received a Bachelor of Laws degree 
in 1893 while teaching at the University of 
Nebraska, and later taught military tactics 
at West Point. His academic career was in- 
terrupted by the outbreak of the Spanish- 
American War in 1898, when Pershing 
went to Cuba and won a Silver Star. Soon 
afterward he was transferred to the Philip- 
pines, where he joined the hard campaign 
the Americans were waging against the 
Moros in Mindanao, ultimately winning 
the praise of President Theodore Roosevelt. 

Roosevelt sent Pershing to act as an ob- 
server in the Russo-Japanese War of 1904- 
05. Roosevelt rewarded Captain Pershing 
for his work in Manchuria by elevating 
him to the rank of brigadier general in 
1906 over the heads of hundreds of senior 
officers, an act that created considerable 
bitterness against Pershing among his fel- 
low officers for many years. 

After another tour in the Philippines, 
Pershing was rushed back to the United 
States in 1916 to lead a military expedi- 
tion into Mexico to pursue Pancho Villa, 
the Mexican revolutionary who had re- 
cently made a surprise attack on the town 
of Columbus, New Mexico. Upon arriv- 
ing in El Paso, Texas, to join his troops, 
Pershing received the news that his wife 
and three small daughters had burned to 
death in San Francisco, with only his son 
surviving. Pershing grimly led his expedi- 
tion across the border on March 15, 1916 
and drove deep into Mexican territory. Al- 
though the American troops easily swept 
aside the Mexicans who attempted to repel 
them, Pershing was unable to capture Pan- 
cho Villa during the 10 months that his 
troops searched through the hostile coun- 
tryside of northern Mexico. Nevertheless, 
President Woodrow Wilson appeared to 
be satisfied with the effort and promoted 
Pershing to major general. 

Pershing’s expedition was recalled in 
February of 1917, and three months later, 
after the United States had entered World 
War I, Pershing was sent to France to com- 
mand the American Expeditionary Force 
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(AEF), which was just then being 
created. President Wilson gave 
Pershing a free hand in organiz- 
ing his forces, but directed Persh- 
ing to keep his troops under U.S. 
command and not allow them 
to be merged into a combined 
Allied unit. When he arrived in 
France, Pershing discovered that 
the Allies did not want an untest- 
ed American army, but preferred 
to have American troops slowly 
fill their own depleted ranks. Per- 
shing insisted on training a sepa- 
rate American force and on keep- 
ing them away from the fighting 
until they were prepared to wage 
an offensive. He was determined 
to prevent the Americans from 
being dragged into the waste- 
fulness of trench warfare, and 
envisioned an army of one mil- 
lion men under his command by 
the spring of 1918. Supported by 
U.S. Secretary of War Newton 
Baker, Pershing succeeded in 
achieving his goal, much to the 
consternation of the Supreme 
War Council, composed of Brit- 
ish Prime Minister David Lloyd 
George, French Prime Minister 
Georges Clemenceau, and Italian 
Prime Minister Vittorio Orlando. 

When the massive German 
offensive of 1918 threatened to break 
through the French lines, Pershing vol- 
unteered some reinforcements to Marshal 
Ferdinand Foch. American actions in the 
battles at Chateau-Thierry and Belleau 
Wood stopped the Germans on the Marne 
River and opened the eyes of both the Al- 
lies and the Germans to the combat readi- 
ness of the American forces. 

In August of 1918, the newly formed 
American First Army was concentrating on 
the St. Mihiel offensive. At the last minute, 
Marshal Foch called off the attack, arguing 
that American reinforcements were needed 
elsewhere along the front. Pershing refused 
to break up his unit, and the struggle be- 
tween Foch and Pershing was finally settled 
through the mediation of Marshal Henri Pé- 
tain. The AFF eliminated the St. Mihiel sa- 
lient and, a few days later, almost 600,000 
men were shifted to the Meuse-Argonne 
area, where they advanced against fierce 
German resistance. In 47 days of con- 
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General John Pershing, nicknamed “Black Jack,” was appointed 
commander in chief of the American Expeditionary Force in Europe 
when the United States entered World War | in April 1917. For his 
contribution to the Allied victory, he was made general of the armies 
of the United States in September 1919, a rank he shares only with 
George Washington. 


tinuous fighting, the American forces had 
pushed forward to Sedan, chewing up Ger- 
man divisions as fast as they were thrown 
in. The armistice came three days after the 
AEF reached the outskirts of Sedan. 

Pershing’s creation of the American 
forces from scratch was one of the great- 
est feats of World War I. Starting from 
nothing, Pershing produced an army of 
two million men within 18 months. The 
entry of the Americans on the Western 
Front was decisive in the winning of the 
war. The iron discipline and stern military 
bearing that Pershing maintained earned 
him the nickname “Black Jack,” show- 
ing that he won respect, if not affection, 
from his fellow soldiers. On September 
3, 1919, Pershing was made general of 
the armies, a rank unique in American 
military history. He was made chief of 
staff in 1921, a post that he held until his 
retirement in 1924. Pershing died in 1948 
at the age of 88 and was buried in Arling- 
ton National Cemetery. 


Douglas MacArthur 


Douglas MacArthur was argu- 
ably America’s greatest war 
hero in both world wars. He 
was born on January 26, 1880 
in Little Rock, Arkansas. He 
spent his early years on the 
western frontier, before enroll- 
ing at the United States Military 
Academy in 1899. 

The following year, an inci- 
dent occurred that nearly ended 
MacArthur’s hopes and dreams 
of pursuing a military career. He 
was summoned to appear be- 
fore a court of inquiry as a prin- 
cipal witness in a case of hazing 
in which he had been one of the 
alleged victims. Under ques- 
tioning he explained all of the 
circumstances but declined to 
reveal the names of the cadets 
involved, because his parents 
had taught him two immutable 
principles: never lie and never 
tattle. But this put MacArthur 
in a desperate situation. If he 
were ordered to reveal the 
names but disobeyed the order, 
he could be expelled. Sensing 
the struggle her son was going 
through, MacArthur’s mother 
sent him this message during a 
recess of the court: 


Do you know that your soul is of my 
soul such a part 


That you seem to be fiber and core 


of my heart? 


No other can pain me as you, son, 


can do; 


None other can please me or praise 


me as you. 


Remember the world will be quick 


with its blame 


If shadow or shame ever darken 


your name. 


Like mother, like son, is saying so 


true 


The world will judge largely of 


mother by you. 


Be this then your task, if task it 


shall be 


To force this proud world to do 


homage to me. 


Be sure it will say, when its verdict 


you’ve won 
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She reaps as she sowed: “This man 
is her son!” 


After reading that message, MacArthur 
later wrote that he knew what to do: He 
would not rat on his fellow cadets. In the 
end, the names were obtained through 
other means, and the military was saved 
from having to destroy the career of one 
who turned out to be one of its greatest 
leaders. 

After his graduation from West Point 
(at the top of his class), he served in the 
Canal Zone and in Texas, as well as on 
the General Staff in Washington, D.C., 
before seeing his first active service dur- 
ing the American intervention in Mexico. 
MacArthur was appointed to the rank of 
major in 1915, after his return to Washing- 
ton, D.C. When the United States entered 
World War I in April of 1917, General 
John “Black Jack” Pershing was chosen 
to lead the American forces in Europe. 
MacArthur was impressed by Pershing’s 
soldierly bearing and strength of character. 

MacArthur was assigned to the Rain- 
bow Division, so called because it drew 
its members from all parts of the United 
States, rather than from one state or terri- 
tory, which was an innovation at the time. 
By the end of 1917, only four of the 24 
divisions that Pershing had promised the 
Allies were complete, and the Rainbow 
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There were some who were jealous of MacArthur's many awards, as 
well as critical of his idiosyncratic methods, such as leading from the 
front and walking around the battlefield unarmed. 


Division was one of them. At this time 
there were only 175,000 American sol- 
diers in France. 

One of the first actions involving any 
American military unit in World War I was 
in the Luneville-Baccarat area in Febru- 
ary of 1918, where the Rainbow Division 
relieved a French unit. In his first action, 
MacArthur led a raiding party through the 
barbed wire, for which he received the 
American Silver Star, as well as the French 
Croix de Guerre, which General Georges 
de Bazelaire presented to MacArthur. After 
pinning it on his tunic, the general kissed 
him on both cheeks. 

In March of 1918, MacArthur led a raid- 
ing party into German lines and was deco- 
rated with the Distinguished Service Cross, 
a battle honor second only to the Congres- 
sional Medal of Honor. The Rainbow Di- 
vision was withdrawn from action on July 
19, after having suffered more than 1,500 
casualties, and MacArthur won his second 
Silver Star. Thrown back into action on July 
25 along the Marne River, MacArthur led 
his 42nd Division (the Rainbow Division’s 
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enerals Pershing and MacArthur: General Pershing (second from left in right photo) decorates Brigadier General Douglas 


official designation) from the front during a 
particularly bloody action involving hand- 
to-hand fighting. For this he was awarded 
a second Croix de Guerre and a third Silver 
Star, and was made a commander of the 
French Legion of Honor. 

During the St. Mihiel offensive, Mac- 
Arthur’s 42nd Division broke through a 
line that had been held by the Germans 
since 1914, which resulted in the capture 
of almost 15,000 prisoners and 450 guns. 
MacArthur, now a brigadier general, was 
awarded two more Silver Stars. 

In the Meuse-Argonne campaign, which 
the 42nd Division entered on October 11, 
MacArthur led another successful attack, 
for which he received his second Dis- 
tinguished Service Cross. After pushing 
forward to Sedan, the 42nd Division was 
finally withdrawn on the night of Novem- 
ber 9-10. Now a major general, MacAr- 
thur was awarded his seventh Silver Star 
the day before the Armistice ended World 
War I on November 11, 1918. 

There were some who were jealous of 
MacArthur’s many awards, as well as crit- 


MacArthur (middle) 


with the Distinguished Service Cross, a battle honor second only to the Congressional Medal of Honor. MacArthur received the Distinguished 


Service Cross twice. 
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Fifty-four of Richthofen’s victims literally went down in flames. The 
reason for this ghastly outcome was that the fuel tank was positioned 


as Close to the engine as possible. 


ical of his idiosyncratic methods, such as 
leading from the front and walking around 
the battlefield unarmed. When General 
Pershing was informed of these criticisms, 
he was said to have replied, “Stop all this 
nonsense. MacArthur is the greatest leader 
of troops we have.” MacArthur’s com- 
manding officer wrote to Pershing that 
“he had filled each day with a loyal and 
intelligent application to duty such as is 
without parallel in our army.” At the end 
of World War I, MacArthur’s reputation 
as America’s greatest soldier was already 
secure, and his heroic stature was destined 
to become even greater. 


Manfred von Richthofen 

It was only 11 years before the outbreak 
of World War I that the first airplane flight 
had taken place. During those years, there 
were a number of opportunities to test the 
military applications of aircraft. Initially, 
the role of aircraft was limited to recon- 
naissance, as generals wanted their pilots 
to bring them information on the enemy’s 
movements, and saw them as a useful ex- 
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tension of the traditional cavalry scout, 
rather than as pioneers of a new military 
arm in their own right. Naturally, it be- 
came important to repel enemy airplanes 
before they could observe one’s own posi- 
tions and movements. Hence, the second 
year of the war witnessed the development 
of aircraft types specifically designed for 
aerial combat. 

The Germans had a strange social at- 
titude toward flying. Piloting an aircraft 
was likened to driving a car which, before 
1914, upper-class gentlemen had employed 
chauffeurs to do. The first pilots of the Im- 
perial Air Service were therefore recruited 
from the noncommissioned ranks. Officers 
acted as observers, in the rear cockpit, from 
which they told the pilot where they wanted 
to be flown. The excitement of the chase 
quickly broke down these social taboos, es- 
pecially as frustrated cavalrymen saw the 
chance to experience in the sky the thrill 
of combat that the trenches were denying 
them on the ground. 

The improvement in the offensive ca- 
pacity of aircraft and the emergence of 


highly skilled pilots inevitably trans- 
formed the character of air warfare. Dur- 
ing 1915, the haphazard encounters of 
individual aircraft gave way to carefully 
planned air campaigns designed to gain 
dominance over those sectors of the front 
where great ground battles were in prog- 
ress. The new policy produced a new type 
of airman, the so-called ace, who was cel- 
ebrated in national propaganda as his re- 
ward for victory over at least five enemy 
airmen. An ace was often given command 
of a fighter squadron, whose other pilots 
tried to model their performance on his. 

On the German side, such an airman 
was the charismatic Manfred von Rich- 
thofen, a Prussian cavalry officer and 
passionate hunter who had a reputation 
as an almost fire-breathing man of action. 
He summed up his attitude toward aerial 
combat in these words: “I am a hunter. 
My brother, Lothar, is a butcher. When I 
have shot down an Englishman, my hunt- 
ing passion is satisfied for a quarter of an 
hour.” Richthofen eventually shot down 
80 enemy aircraft (the highest tally of any 
World War I fighter pilot), most of them in 
his scarlet Fokker triplane, which became 
his trademark and was the origin of his 
nickname, “The Red Baron.” 

Fifty-four of Richthofen’s victims lit- 
erally went down in flames. The reason 
for this ghastly outcome was that the fuel 


x —-__ 


ar |. He is 

sporting some of his awards, including the Iron Cross on his coat and the “Blue Max,” Prussia’s highest military order, at his collar. Richthofen got 
his nickname the “Red Baron” from the scarlet Fokker triplane that became his trademark in the legendary squadron known as the “Flying Circus.” 
Shown on the right is the airplane he flew shortly before his last and fatal flight. 


THE NEW AMERICAN ¢ DECEMBER 4, 2017 


tank was positioned as close to the en- 
gine as possible and, on most models of 
airplanes, the magnetos (alternators with 
magnets used to generate current for the 
ignition in an internal combustion engine) 
were geared to the propeller shaft by di- 
rect drive. Hence, a hit which struck the 
engine almost always ruptured a fuel line 
and, even if the engine was stopped, the 
windmilling of the propeller would keep 
the magnetos sparking, with fire being the 
inevitable result. Since British pilots car- 
ried no parachutes, they had the choice of 
either burning to death in their airplanes or 
being killed by the fall if they jumped free. 

Richthofen owed his skill in combat 
at least partly to his early experiences as 
an observer with another pilot, Kurt Wis- 
semann, who suffered from tuberculosis 
and was determined to die in the air rather 
than in his bed. Wissemann had a habit of 
flying his aircraft to within a few feet of 
the enemy he was chasing, and the fact 
that Richthofen survived those encoun- 
ters seems to have convinced him that he 
was invulnerable. His favorite expression 
was, “One must overcome the inner Sch- 
weinehund (cowardice),” and he did seem 
to have succeeded in suppressing within 
himself every trace of fear and doubt. 
Richthofen filled his room with trophies 
of the aircraft that he had shot down and 
lit the room with a chandelier made from 
the rotary engine of a British victim so 
that even in sleep he could be reminded of 
aerial combat. 

In the end, Richthofen’s feeling of in- 
vincibility led him to take risks and, during 
his final flight on April 21, 1918, he broke 
some basic rules of engagement: Do not 
fly too far into enemy territory and do not 
fly too close to the ground. On that day, the 
Red Baron was coming to the rescue of his 
cousin, Wolfram von Richthofen, who was 
being attacked by Wilfrid May, a Canadian 
pilot. The Red Baron succeeded in driv- 
ing off the threat to his cousin, but came 
under attack from another Canadian pilot, 
Arthur Brown. Brown attacked quickly 
from a great altitude and had to veer away 
to avoid hitting the ground. Given the tra- 
jectory of the bullet that ultimately killed 
Richthofen, it is generally acknowledged 
that it was fired from the ground in an area 
occupied by Australian forces, not from 
Brown’s aircraft. Richthofen was highly 
respected by the Allies and was given a 
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respectful burial, which allegedly includ- 
ed a memorial wreath inscribed with the 
words, “To Our Gallant and Worthy Foe.” 


Adolf Hitler 

Adolf Hitler was born in Braunau am Inn, 
Austria, on April 20, 1889, the third child 
of a customs official. His father had an 
overbearing nature and wanted the young 
Adolf to become a government official. 
But the boy wanted to become an artist and 
dropped out of secondary school in 1905. 
From this period Hitler developed a love 
for the operas of Richard Wagner, which he 
first heard in Linz, and which evolved into 
his intense German nationalism. 

After the death of his father, Hitler ap- 
plied to enter the Academy of Fine Arts in 
Vienna in 1907 but failed. He returned to his 
home, where he cared for his mother, Klara, 
who was dying from breast cancer. Klara’s 
horrific suffering and agonizing death under 
the care of a Jewish physician left Hitler ut- 
terly devastated. Some historians speculate 
that this sowed the seed that was later to 
develop into his virulent anti-Semitism, ul- 
timately culminating in the Holocaust. 

Hitler then returned to Vienna and eked 
out a pitiful existence as a freelance artist, 
residing most of his time there in a men’s 
hostel. In 1910, an acquaintance described 
him thusly: “From under a greasy, black 
derby hat, his hair hung long over his coat 


ly after the German mobilization on August 
3, 1914, Adolf Hitler tried to enlist in the Bavarian Army. On August 16, he was accepted as 
a volunteer and assigned to the 16th Bavarian Reserve Infantry Regiment. Here he is shown 
(seated, far right, with mustache) with some of his comrades. 


collar. His thin and hungry face was covered 
with a black beard above which his large 
staring eyes were the one prominent feature. 
He was lazy and moody and he disliked 
regular work. He had none of the common 
vices. He neither smoked nor drank, and 
was too shy and awkward to have any suc- 
cess with women. His passions were read- 
ing newspapers and talking politics.” 
Disgusted with what he viewed as the 
degeneracy of Vienna and with a declin- 
ing and decaying Austrian empire, Hitler 
moved to Munich, Germany, in January of 
1913, in order to evade the military draft 
in Austria. But the authorities tracked him 
down and in January of 1914 Munich po- 
lice officials brought him before the Aus- 
trian consul, whereupon he was obliged to 
report for duty in Salzburg, Austria. Hitler 
arrived in Salzburg in early February, but 
was found to be too frail for military ser- 
vice and was allowed to return to Munich. 
Hitler was 25 years of age when World 
War I broke out in August of 1914. Al- 
though he was an Austrian national, Hitler 
was allowed to enlist as a volunteer in the 
16th Bavarian Reserve Infantry Regiment. 
The war on the Western Front was every- 
thing that Hitler could have hoped for. Here 
was escape from failure and frustration in a 
world that refused to recognize his talents. 
Now he was an integral part of the most 
powerful war machine in the history of 
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the world, in which he found direction and 
purpose, for he was assigned to regimental 
headquarters as a dispatch runner. As such, 
he carried messages from regimental head- 
quarters in the rear to company headquar- 
ters in the frontline trenches. He liked his 
job so much that he never sought to be pro- 
moted beyond the rank of lance corporal. 
Living conditions were relatively comfort- 
able and clean at regimental headquarters. 
More importantly, the position gave Hitler 
a feeling that he was helping to carry out 
important military decisions, for the orders 
he carried set battalions in motion, started 
artillery barrages, or commanded units to 
hold ground regardless of losses. 

A number of soldiers who served with 
Hitler later made it clear that he was not 
very popular with his comrades because 
he was always deadly serious and never 
laughed or joked. Hitler responded to the 
usual soldier’s gripes with furious lectures 
about patriotism and the duties of a sol- 
dier. His one indulgence was a passion for 
sweets. It became a joke in his unit that, 
if he found a tin of candy, nothing could 
keep him away from it, not even machine 
gun bullets or artillery shells. 

Hitler was remembered for his strong 
opposition to the Christmas Truce of 1914, 
when to the chagrin of military higher-ups, 
soldiers on both sides of “no-man’s land” 
ceased fighting for Christmas, and even 
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played a game of football (soccer). As 
Gerard DeGroot noted in a December 
2014 article in the U.K. Telegraph: 


Playing football rudely exposed the 
contrived nature of wartime animos- 
ity. For that reason, it was quickly 
quashed. Gustav Riebensahm, an of- 
ficer in the 2nd Westphalian regiment, 
immediately complained to his com- 
manders that “the whole thing has be- 
come ridiculous and must be stopped.” 
Near Ypres, a corporal named Adolf 
Hitler voiced the view that fraternisa- 
tion “should not be allowed.” General 
Sir Horace Smith-Dorrien echoed that 
sentiment, reminding his subordinate 
commanders that “Friendly intercourse 
with the enemy ... [is] absolutely pro- 
hibited.” An even sterner directive was 
issued by the Ist Army commander, 
General Douglas Haig, who warned 
that soldiers caught fraternising could 
face a firing squad. 


In The Christmas Truce of 1914, Tom 
Streissguth wrote, “Hitler did not approve 
of the Christmas truce, and he believed 
any fraternization with the enemy was a 
stain on German honor. He is quoted in 
several accounts as declaring, ‘Something 
like this should not even be up for discus- 
sion during wartime.’” 


Adolf Hitler in a military hospital: Twice during the war, Hitler was wounded severely enough 
to be hospitalized. The first time was on October 5, 1916, when he caught shell fragments in his 
left shoulder. Here he is shown (back row, second from right) with other patients in a military 
hospital near Berlin. He was back at the front by Christmas. 
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There was something else that Hitler 
was remembered for in his unit: He lived a 
charmed life. Time after time, when bullets 
claimed a comrade, he escaped unscathed. 
After one notable attack that left the regi- 
ment decimated, one survivor turned to Hit- 
ler and said, “Man, there is no bullet with 
your name on it!” This served to reinforce 
Hitler’s conviction that he had been mirac- 
ulously spared for a special mission. 

Despite negative reviews from his com- 
rades, all of Hitler’s commanding officers 
agreed that he was a brave and exemplary 
soldier. One officer who recalled his cour- 
age noted that Hitler somehow always 
managed to keep himself scrupulously 
clean. In a 1932 court case, in which Hitler 
sued a newspaper for libel after it reported 
that his conduct during the war was cow- 
ardly, another officer testified to Hitler’s 
bravery. Hitler won the case. 

In addition to winning the Iron Cross, 
Second Class as early as December of 
1914, Hitler was one of the very few com- 
mon soldiers of World War I to be awarded 
the Iron Cross, First Class. There are dif- 
fering accounts of how he won it, but three 
things seem clear. First, he was entitled to 
it. Second, it was important to him both 
personally and politically. He wore the Iron 
Cross constantly, as it was visible proof of 
his claim that he was an unknown hero of 
the Great War. Third, the award shows that 
he had reason to be grateful to a Jew, for 
Hitler never would have received the honor 
were it not for the efforts of the regimental 
adjutant, Hugo Gutmann, a Jew. 

Hitler was blinded by mustard gas 
on October 15, 1918 and evacuated to a 
military hospital near Berlin. News of the 
armistice less than a month later left him 
appalled and shocked. This was the “No- 
vember shame,” perpetrated by the “No- 
vember criminals,” who had spawned 
the misbegotten “Jew republic.” Some- 
thing clicked, and Hitler reached what he 
called “the most decisive decision of my 
life.’ He must answer the voices that he 
said he had heard while lying in his hos- 
pital bed. The voices told him to rescue 
the Fatherland from the Jews who had 
violated her. So delusional was Hitler, 
years later he would remind his follow- 
ers that, when he started his mission to 
the German people, he was 30 years of 
age, the same age that another Messiah 
began His mission. 
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EXERCISING THE RIGHT 


Active Shooters 
and Self-defense 


In the wake of the horrific mass shooting 
at a church in Sutherland Springs, Texas, 
citizens are taking proactive steps to de- 
fend themselves. It almost goes without 
saying now, after yet another church at- 
tack, that radicals with murder on their 
minds consider churchgoers good tar- 
gets because they appear defenseless 
— much like kids in schools. But while 
some church leaders have acknowledged 
the necessity of armed self-defense, oth- 
ers have not yet taken that step. They 
should. 

The Post Star reported on Novem- 
ber 7 about a pastor at the True Bethel 
Baptist Church in Buffalo, New York, 
who noted the lack of preparation to 
this point and posted on social media 
about new training that will be given by 
SWAT team instructors from the City 
of Buffalo Police Department. Pastor 
Darius Pridgen, who is also president of 
the City Common Council, told WGRZ, 
“You’re potentially talking about two 
to three thousand people who are gath- 
ered on a Sunday morning, who have no 
idea about what they would do if there 
was an active shooter.... And not just 
churches, I’m concerned about, in our 
areas but any places where large groups 
of people gather. Our community centers 
... 1s there a protocol set up in our com- 
munity centers where our children are? 
It might sound rather facetious, but gro- 
cery stores and other places.... We don’t 
know what’s next.” 

“Active shooter” training is becoming 
much more common not only for people 
in law enforcement, but also for private 
citizens who might find themselves in 
such situations. Even the left-wing Wash- 
ington Post ran an article on November 6 
entitled “How to protect yourself during a 
mass shooting,” written by security expert 
Ed Hinman, who told readers that when 
they’re out in public, “Before settling into 
your seat or spot, ask yourself: If there’s 
an attack, what will I do? It only takes a 
moment to answer this question before 
you sit back, relax and enjoy your outing. 
Think of it as making regular deposits in 
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a survival bank and then, if an emergency 
arises, being able to make a potentially 
lifesaving withdrawal.” 

Active shooter training has changed 
throughout the years. Past training ad- 
vised people to “shelter in place,” mean- 
ing that potential victims should try to 
hide if a shooter enters a building. Some 
high-profile and tragic shootings, such as 
the Columbine and Sandy Hook school 
shootings, showed that such an action re- 
sulted in a target-rich environment, with 
the shooter having entire rooms filled with 
defenseless victims. As Hinman warned 
in the Washington Post, “If you’re caught 
by surprise in a kill zone, getting down is 
beneficial if the shooter is firing from a 
position level to yours. But whatever you 
do, don’t stay down for long. As soon as 
it’s possible, ‘move off the X,’ as we say 
in personal security. Hiding under a table 
or desk offers little protection and pro- 
vides the shooter a static human target to 
shoot.... Targets moving through the kill 
zone, however, are harder to hit. And tar- 
gets that have evacuated the kill zone al- 
together are much harder to hit.” 

Of course, the Washington Post article 
did not advocate that private citizens 
carry firearms to help in an active shoot- 
er situation. However, Texas Attorney 
General Ken Paxton came down decid- 
edly on the pro-gun side of the argument, 
giving NPR some of his reasoning: “It is 
a way of protecting innocent people and 
innocent lives. I mean, first responders 
in a rural community are sometimes 20 
to 30 minutes away. And even in urban 
settings, they can be five, six, seven min- 
utes away. And obviously with an auto- 
matic weapon, it’s difficult unless you 
have somebody in the church that can 
defend, either paid professionals, which 
—a church I go to in the Dallas area has 
security that they pay. But they are a big 
church, and they can afford it. But some 
churches may not have those resources, 
and so they might have to train their own 
people and be prepared if somebody like 
this comes in to harm their people.” 

The truth of the situation can be high- 
lighted by posing a question: How else 
could mass shootings be stopped? The 
recent terror attacks in France, which has 


“.. the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.” 
NM 


strict gun control, should point out the 
foolishness of the idea that banning guns 
will keep them out of the hands of bad 
people: the attack on the Charlie Hebdo 
publication by AK-47-wielding attackers; 
the Lille train shooting; the November 13 
attacks using “assault rifles and explo- 
sives” — both illegal — on restaurants, 
a soccer stadium, and a concert hall that 
killed more than 130 people; the Jewish 
grocery store killings, etc. Locking the 
doors of churches will only cause bad peo- 
ple to turn to explosives to create havoc 
or be creative in finding ways to enter 
places of worship, such as using a truck 
to ram through closed doors, in much the 
same way that terrorists have been using 
trucks around the world to ram and kill in- 
nocents. (Should we ban trucks too?) Guns 
will never go away: Anyone with access 
to a file, a saw, metal, and a place to heat 
the metal can make a gun, and nowadays 
the bulk of a gun can literally be ordered 
up on a three-D printer. As well, the pre- 
ponderance of illegal drugs should make 
a mockery out of any bans: illegal drugs 
have never even come close to going away. 
Some American legislators have recog- 
nized these hard truths and done something 
about them. ArkansasMatters.com report- 
ed on November 6 about a law in Arkansas 
that allows churches to arm parishioners 
for active shooter situations. The law was 
passed in response to an armed burglary 
that occurred at Third Baptist Church in 
2011. Three armed suspects rushed into 
the church and demanded cash and cell- 
phones from parishioners. Thankfully, the 
incident ended without anyone being shot, 
but Arkansas legislators decided to change 
state laws prohibiting firearm possession 
in church. Republican Representative 
Charlie Collins, who was the man respon- 
sible for the law change, told Arkansas- 
Matters.com that armed churchgoers can 
only help when it comes to dealing with 
active shooter situations: “In the eyes of 
someone who may be considering some 
horrific opportunity to kill people, it al- 
lows locations to at least leave a question 
mark whether their location is in fact gun 

free or not.” 

Amen. 
— PATRICK KREY 
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Promoting Tax Cuts 
for Economic Growth 


Item: A front-page article in the New 
York Times for November 3, 2017 report- 
ed that the “House Republican tax bill is 
a clear windfall for corporate America 
and a roll of the dice for the middle-class 
families.... Early projections suggest the 
bill would cut taxes for an average mid- 
dle-class family. But the typical cut could 
be relatively modest, compared with the 
benefits for businesses and high earners.” 

A companion Times article on page one 

said the “bill is heavily weighted toward 
business, which would receive about $1 
trillion in net cuts, or two-thirds of the 
total, according to calculations by the 
Joint Committee on Taxation. At its cen- 
ter is a proposal to permanently cut the 
corporate tax rate to 20 percent from 35 
percent — a change that is estimated to 
reduce federal revenues by $1.5 trillion 
over the next decade alone.” 
ITEM: The editors of the “liberal” estab- 
lishment New York Times appeared to be 
outraged in their editorial on November 
3, saying that in the newly unveiled bill, 
“House Republicans and President Trump 
are making it absolutely clear whom they 
are working for — the top 1 percent — and 
whom they consider dispensable. Well, 
that’s pretty much everybody else.” 

The editorial (“A Tax Plan for the New 
Gilded Age”) concluded: “It will take ex- 
perts weeks to fully analyze the House tax 
bill, but what we already know is frighten- 
ing enough.” 

Item: Robert Samuelson, writing in the 
Washington Post for October 30, main- 
tained that “we really dont have conclu- 
sive historical evidence of the relationship 
between tax rates and economic growth.” 
He acknowledged that “studies abound,”’ 
but said: “The truth is that, among econo- 
mists, there is no consensus on the role of 
tax rates in explaining economic growth.” 
ITEM: Another piece in the left-wing 
Washington Post, also on October 30, 
was headlined: “Stop obsessing about tax 
cuts,” with the cutline reading: “Tax cuts 
are a big distraction that keeps us from 
grappling with the problems we really 
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Accused of serving self: As a businessman, President Donald Trump recognizes that high 
corporate tax rates discourage corporations both from investing in new plants here and from 
repatriating profits from abroad, but Democrats say he just wants to reduce his own taxes. 


need to solve.” Columnist E. J. Dionne, 
Jr. blasted the “various ... benefits show- 
ered on the well-off” that would, as he put 
it, “only aggravate existing inequalities. 
And by depleting the government’ coffers, 
it would make it much harder to finance 
public initiatives in education, job train- 
ing and other spheres to promote mobility 
for Americans who are lagging behind.” 
CORRECTION: Washington, D.C., is the 
seat of the government. However, regard- 
less of the intermediaries, the American 
taxpayer serves as the pants pocket. 

The ideal type of taxation is apparently 
the type that is paid by somebody else. 
And the perfect recipients of the trans- 
ferred wealth — from the standpoint of 
the statist legislators and their left-wing 
media collaborators — are their favored 
political clients. Generally ignored in the 
process is the source of the “government 
revenue” that is being redistributed: those 
who earned the money in the first place. 

Both supporters and critics of the tax 
reform being debated (and undoubtedly 
altered over time) are on target in noting 
that the plan is more focused on the “busi- 
ness” taxation side than on the “individ- 
ual” side. That said, business tax reform 
does affect individuals — and not just the 
often-vilified “top 1 percent” in income. 


Ultimately, it is the consumers, workers, 
and investors who bear the cost of corpo- 
rate income taxes. 

Yes, high corporate taxation does hurt 
workers (and potential employees). When 
firms get hit with more taxes, they make ef- 
forts to offset the costs. One way to do that is 
to lower the cost of labor. This might mean 
cutting wages or perhaps moving some- 
where where taxes are lower. In the latter 
case, the government tariff could cost the 
worker his job altogether. Companies also 
try to offset additional taxes by increasing 
their prices. Consumers pay for it through 
more expensive goods and services. 

The existing code hurts individuals in a 
direct fashion, but also indirectly, by keep- 
ing corporate tax rates high and uncom- 
petitive. As noted by Stephen Moore, an 
economic writer and policy analyst: 


We punish our businesses with the 
highest tax rates in the world: Amer- 
ica is supposed to be the land of the 
free and a paragon of free markets 
and free enterprise. Yet today, the 
40 percent tax rate in the U.S. is the 
highest in the world. 

Yes, higher than socialist Sweden 
and higher than former communist 
countries like Russia and China. Our 
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combined federal and state tax rates 
are almost twice the rate of the coun- 
tries we compete with. It’s almost as 
if the system were designed by the 
countries that we compete with so 
they could steal our jobs, factories 
and businesses. 

These high tax rates put American 
companies at a 20-percentage point 
disadvantage in global markets. Trump 
is right when he says the rest of the 
world is laughing behind our backs. 


Nations in Europe are also recognizing the 
harmful effects of heavy taxation on their 
businesses. France, of all nations, is mak- 
ing significant cuts. In October, President 
Emmanuel Macron got a tax-relief mea- 
sure through the French legislature. 

As the Wall Street Journal noted, the 
top tax rate in France “on corporate prof- 
its will fall to 28% by 2020 from 33.33% 
today, and Mr. Macron has promised 25% 
by 2022. Paris is rolling out a flat 30% 
rate on capital income such as realized 
gains and dividends, compared with rates 
as high as 45% on some gains today. The 
budget also eliminates the wealth tax on 
all assets except real estate.” The editors 
asked rhetorically: “Do American politi- 
cians really want to have to explain to 


voters why they let the U.S. trail even 
France?” 

Also looking at our European competi- 
tors, the Tax Foundation recently observed 
that the United States has 


not reduced its federal corporate in- 
come tax rate from 35 percent since 
the early 1990s. As a result, its com- 
bined federal, state, and local corpo- 
rate tax rate of about 39 percent is 
significantly higher than the average 
rate of 25 percent among OECD [Or- 
ganization for Economic Co-opera- 
tion and Development] nations. 

In addition, as most OECD nations 
have moved to a territorial tax sys- 
tem, the United States has continued 
to tax the worldwide profits of its do- 
mestic corporations. 


There is no doubt that the tax reform ef- 
fort under consideration could be better. 
And the plan submitted does not place 
enough emphasis on cutting expenditures. 
As a result, the fans of huge expenditures 
of public monies are making hypocritical 
noises against the deficit spending that 
they championed for decades. 

The contention (see Robert Samuel- 
son, above, for example) that there is no 


If it’s good enough for the socialists... Even French President Emmanuel Macron is a proponent 
of lowering corporate taxes to gain jobs. France may have had an epiphany after jacking up taxes 
on the rich in recent years caused many of them to leave the country. 
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“consensus” among economists about the 
link between taxes and growth is, at best, 
disingenuous. Obviously, there are some 
with differing views. Yet, it does not re- 
quire a doctorate in economics to see that 
if there is a reduction in the corporate tax 
rate, it lowers the tax burden on firms and 
workers. And there are scads of academic 
studies about this subject. An exhaustive 
number of such studies have been sum- 
marized — by an expert with a Ph.D., no 
less — for the Tax Foundation. William 
McBride took a detailed look in 2012 
at the pertinent academic literature and 
found that “nearly every empirical study 
of taxes and economic growth published 
in a peer-reviewed academic journal finds 
that tax increases harm economic growth.” 
He examined 26 such studies going back 
to 1983. “All but three of those studies, 
and every study in the last fifteen years, 
find a negative effect of taxes on growth,” 
he found. 

In his paper (“What Is the Evidence on 
Taxes and Growth”), McBride concluded: 
“While there are a variety of methods and 
data sources, the results consistently point 
to significant negative effects of taxes on 
economic growth even after controlling 
for various other factors such as govern- 
ment spending, business cycle conditions, 
and monetary policy.” He further noted 
that, of those studies that did “distinguish 
between types of taxes, corporate income 
taxes are found to be most harmful, fol- 
lowed by personal income taxes, con- 
sumption taxes and property taxes.” 

These various reports, McBride said, 


support the Neo-classical view that 
income and wealth must first be pro- 
duced and then consumed, meaning 
that taxes on the factors of produc- 
tion, i.e., capital and labor, are partic- 
ularly disruptive of wealth creation. 
Corporate and shareholder taxes re- 
duce the incentive to invest and to 
build capital. Less investment means 
fewer productive workers and corre- 
spondingly lower wages. 


The reform package introduced on Capitol 
Hill was predictably hit from many direc- 
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tions. It isn’t the package that many conser- 
vatives preferred — including this writer 
— but this is what is on the table. The discus- 
sion here highlights what many would call 
the business side of the proposed reforms. In 
the view of the Heritage Foundation: 


The combination of business tax re- 
forms — including a top 20 percent 
corporate tax rate, five years’ worth 
of full expensing, and a modernized 
international tax system — would 
provide a huge boost to the U.S. 
economy and its workers. 

These business changes have the 
potential to bring trillions of dollars 
back into the United States and to 
significantly boost economic output, 
jobs, and incomes within the U.S. 

This tax proposal marks a huge 
improvement over the status quo. It 
would go a long way toward making 
America more competitive and to- 
ward improving the lives and finan- 
cial well-being of all Americans. 


For their part, the editors of the Wall Street 
Journal are clearly not enthused over the 
overall package, but do give good marks 
to the business side (“Half a Tax Reform,” 
November 2, 2017), saying in part: 


The good news is that the House 
finally grasps the nettle of corpo- 
rate-tax reform that Barack Obama 
ducked and has hurt the U.S. econ- 
omy for years. Ways and Means cuts 
the top corporate rate to 20% from 
35%, which would make the U.S. 
more competitive across the globe 
(Ireland’s rate: 12.5%). The U.S. 
would move to a territorial system 
that taxes income where it is earned, 
and profits already earned overseas 
would be invited back at a discount: 
12% for cash, 5% for illiquid assets. 

This should stop the run of U.S. 
business “inversions” overseas, while 
making America more welcoming to 
investment. The rate cuts would be 
permanent, which means more cer- 
tainty for business. Another growth 
boon is 100% business expensing for 
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TOGIVETHERICH 
ATAXBREAK a? 


One or the other? Democrats claim that Republican tax cuts benefit the rich while taking away 
tax monies necessary to fund welfare programs such as Medicare. In truth, only by gaining more 
businesses and taxpaying Americans does the country stand any chance of paying for welfare. 


five years, which Congress would 
face pressure to continue in 2023. 


Some parts of the potential reform on the 
business side were panned in some quar- 
ters as details emerged of the draft. Among 
these were aspects that seek to reduce the 
top tax rate to 25 percent on “pass-through” 
businesses, which pay taxes on the business 
owner’s income tax returns. In 2011, these 
entities employed more than 50 percent of 
private-sector employees, according to the 
Tax Foundation. These businesses now pay 
at the individual federal rate of 39.6 percent. 
There are large companies in that category, 
but there are also smaller “mom-and-pop” 
ones. Many small businesses would not 
qualify for the 25-percent rate (at least 10 
million small businesses by one account). 
Accordingly, as the Wall Street Journal 
noted in its November 4-5 issue, the “Na- 
tional Federation of Independent Business- 
es, which advocates for small firms, said it 
won’t support the bill in its current form.” 

There are bound to be changes, with 
lobbying and other pressures placed on the 
plan as it goes through the House and Sen- 
ate. (Real-estate groups are pushing hard 
to keep deductions on mortgage interest, 
for example.) 

To date, much of the political and media 
maligning over the tax reform has in- 


volved class-warrior propaganda. It didn’t 
require a sibyl to see that coming. 

The comments of California’s Represen- 
tative Nancy Pelosi are typical, as she has 
harangued about “ransacking all the middle- 
class benefits,” claiming that Republicans 
are using this “scheme to use the debt they 
pile up today to obliterate Medicare and 
Medicaid tomorrow.” A statement written 
in the name of the house minority leader 
scolded this as “a Ponzi scheme that corpo- 
rate America will perpetrate on the Ameri- 
can people.” Yet, she insisted, “if you’re the 
wealthiest 1 percent, Republicans will give 
you the sun, the moon, and the stars — all of 
that at the expense of the great middle class.” 

There are also those who might make 
“the perfect” the enemy of “the good” (or at 
least “the passing”), wanting to dump this 
bill because it doesn’t fulfill all their wish- 
es. That is tempting, but often impractical. 

In this regard, consider the words of the 
British physician credited with inventing 
the radar that played an invaluable part 
in the Battle of Britain. Robert Alexan- 
der Watson-Watt justified his choice of 
a non-optimal radar frequency with what 
he termed the “cult of the imperfect.” He 
described that as follows: “Give them the 
third best to go on with; the second best 
comes too late, the best never comes.” Hl 

— WILLIAM P. Hoar 
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THE !,\5 WORD 


BY CHRISTIAN GOMEZ 


Don't Say We Didn’t Warn You 


onstitutional Conven- 
tion advocates recent- 
ly held a “Balanced 


Budget Amendment Planning 
Convention” (BBAPC) hosted 
at the State House of Repre- 
sentatives in Phoenix, Arizona. 
The event released a proposed 
list of delegates in advance, 
which included a total of 85 
mostly state legislators repre- 
senting 18 states, all of whom 
were registered Republicans. 
This BBA planning con- 
vention came a year after the 
Convention of States Project 
(COS) hosted its first-ever 
“Article V Convention of 
States Simulation.” The COS simulation boasted a total of 150 
state legislators serving as delegates representing all 50 states, 
but only four of the delegates could be identified as Democrats. 
The other 146 delegates were all Republicans, including one 
Nebraska legislator who switched her affiliation to Libertarian. 
Both events were heralded as successes by their organizers 
and touted as examples of how an actual Article V convention 
would take place. Convention advocates would like Americans 
to believe that such a convention would be represented solely by 
patriotic conservative state legislators serving as delegates, that 
they alone would establish the rules for the convention, that they 
alone would propose flawless amendments to rein in our out-of- 
control federal government, and that they alone, back in their state 
legislative chambers, would ratify the proposed amendments. 
We have nothing to fear from leftist Big Government influ- 
ence on the process — or so they tell us. However, the reality is a 
far cry from the perception. As we have previously noted in THE 
New AMERICAN, those on the Left are also vying for a conven- 
tion of their own to propose their progressive version of consti- 
tutional reform — the results of which would be detrimental to 
both our Constitution and our republican form of government. 
In the June 9, 2014 cover story entitled “Working Together to 
Rewrite the Constitution,” we warned: “Conservatives seeking 
a constitutional convention to propose a BBA would be sur- 
prised to learn that others, including extreme leftists, also want 
a convention to advance their own agendas, proposing radical 
changes with which conservatives would vigorously disagree.” 
The article continued, “Leading convention advocates from both 
the Left and Right are actually working together to bring about 
a constitutional convention, even as key advocates on the Left 
publicly call for a ‘runaway’ convention in order to make mul- 
tiple and far-reaching changes to the Constitution.” 
In that article, we warned about liberal Harvard Professor 
Lawrence Lessig’s bipartisan Call a Convention organization and 
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§ Conventional 


website, which has since then 
fortuitously gone defunct. We 
also warned about the left- 
wing Con-Con group Wolf- 
PAC, founded by Cenk Uygur, 
the host and producer of the 
iy progressive The Young Turks. 

4 Uygur, like Lessig and many 
others on the Left, wants an 
amendment to overturn the Su- 
preme Court’s decision in Citi- 
zens United and to ensure pub- 
lic financing of elections. The 
same article also warned about 
those on the Left wanting to re- 
peal or revise the wording of 
the Second Amendment. We 
also quoted from Lessig’s ar- 
ticle “Fidelity in Translation,” published in the May 1993 issue 
of the Zexas Law Review, in which Lessig wrote, “Perhaps ... it is 
time to rewrite our Constitution.” 

Now, further validating our warnings of a convention from 
the Left, The Nation magazine — known for its radically pro- 
gressive and historically communist-leaning views — has pub- 
lished an article in its November 20-27, 2017 issue entitled, 
“The US Constitution Is Over 2 Centuries Old and Showing Its 
Age,” with the rather telling subtitle, “To fix our broken system, 
we need a new constitutional convention.” 

The Nation article states, “A convention of states, therefore, 
is the best remaining option for sorely needed constitutional re- 
forms.” 

Among the amendments to the Constitution that The Nation 
suggests could be proposed or brought up at a Con-Con are free 
universal healthcare, education, and housing; campaign finance 
reform; abolishing the “anti-democratic” Electoral College, re- 
lying solely on a national popular vote for the election of the 
president and vice president; non-renewable, 18-year term limits 
on Supreme Court judges; and a guaranteed living wage. 

“Other issues now pressed by the left — the right to health 
care, education, housing, the vote, even a basic income — could 
also be raised in a convention of states,” The Nation writes. 
The Nation ’s arguments for a Con-Con illustrate the very rea- 
sons why The John Birch Society (the parent organization of 
THE NEw AMERICAN) has opposed such a convention for dec- 
ades. “The left shouldn’t be afraid of a ‘runaway convention.’ It 
should welcome one,” The Nation boldly touts. 

Those well-meaning Con-Con advocates on the Right might 
want us to think that they would have the convention under 
wraps, but those on the Left have no intention of sitting idly 
by and twiddling their thumbs. Thanks to The Nation, we now 
have a pretty straightforward idea of what the Left would like 
to see come out of it. Hl 
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This travel mug is a great conversation starter and a stylish way to drink your coffee. Stainless steel interior. (1/$15.95ea; 2-4/$14.95ea; 5-9/$12.95ea; 


10+/$10.95ea) MUGTTNA 


For the Love of Country 

Listen to history come alive with this five-CD series, a collection of 
Revolutionary War stories including “Tales of American Heroism; “The 
Fringe War, “Patriots & Countrymen, “Struggle for the South, and “The 
Revolutionary Women.” (2007, 303 total minutes, $39.95 per set, $9.95 per 
individual CD) cbsFic 


The Robert Welch Presentations 

The Robert Welch Presentations capture the best of Welch’s uniquely 
prophetic speeches from 1959 to 1974. The set includes six DVDs: 1. The 
Life of John Birch 2. An Intro to the JBS, What Is the JBS, and An Invitation 
to Membership 3. The Touch of Sanity 4. The Truth in Time 5. In One 
Generation — Part 1 6. In One Generation — Part 2, Look at the Score. 
(2009ed, 553 total minutes, six-DVD set, $29.95) DVDSRWP 


JBS and TNA Royal Twist Nickel Pens 

Help promote the organization and the news magazine by purchasing 
these in bulk and distributing them to like-minded Americans. Made 
in the USA! (1/$1.95ea; 2-4/$1.25ea; 5+/$1.00ea) JBS: PENJBS14; TNA: 
PENTNA14 


JBS Eagle Lapel Pin 

Start a conversation by wearing this pin to aid in your recruiting efforts. 
Also a great product for chapter leaders to use as a welcome gift to new 
members. Made in the USA! (2014)(1/$4.95ea; 2-4/$3.95ea; 5-9/$3.00ea; 
10+/$2.50ea) JPINJBSE 


We the People Lapel Pin 

Make your allegiance known by wearing this pin on your suit jacket, 
tie, vest, or hat. Makes for a great inexpensive giveaway during outreach 
activities. Made in the USA! (1/$7.95ea; 2-4/$6.95ea; 5+/$5.95ea) JPINWTP 


TNA Ceramic Mug 

This stable, attractive mug with the official TNA logo, slogan, and Internet 
address is a great way to advertise THE NEw AMERICAN magazine to your 
associates at the office and your family and friends at home. ($11.95) 
MUGTNA 


2018 JBS Calendar 

Plan your activism activities with this new JBS monthly calendar. It 
includes available start and end dates for state legislatures and valuable 
coupon codes exclusive to calendar buyers for ShopJBS.org! Made in the 
USA! (2017, 1/$7.95ea; 2-4/$6.95ea; 5+/$5.00ea) CALJBS18 


The New American Binder 
The perfect way to protect and preserve your copies of THE NEw AMERICAN 
magazine. Holds one full year (24 issues). ($9.95ea) TNABINDER 


SYLP Travel Mug 

Spread the word and show your support for the SYLP campaign with 
this travel mug. Stainless steel interior. (1/$15.95ea; 2-4/$14.95ea; 
5-9/$12.95ea;10+/$10.95ea) MUGTSYLP 


Historical Prints (Set of Six) 

Includes three documents (Declaration of Independence, Bill of Rights, 
and Constitution) and two paintings, plus a “free” Call to Arms print. 
($39.95ea) HISPRINTS 


S:e= Go to ShopJBS.org 
to order these and 


other gift ideas! 


Order Online 
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MANAGEMENT 


PRISM: Any medium that resolves a seemingly simple matter into its elements 


CONSULTANTS AND ADMINISTRATORS 


Specializing in Tax Deductions for Dental Practices * Post Office Box 7007 * Porter Ranch, CA 91327 


